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<*)1 fitHajlT—3iRtH >4i^ mRoIIM 

/%. rOxii; I -R. i4/26/2002-^it^tT^'cF.Tlf«Fm.-ll995 ^ ^I'H^hRld 

^ 1975 ^ (^rfeer cf5t m^^h, ^ w cptti? ^ menM ^ 

3llcbdd cTSTT f^TElfe) ferfet ^ SfcPfe f%fe Rlfer^ ^ 27 3TW, 2002 

^ srfejxRT ^0 14/26/2002-^ ^ T? ^ ^ w jctd fetf ^ fer 22 ^ 

^0 # 1?^ ^ ■g3TF§ft ^0 f^o wnfe 4o ^ ^ t^, ^ P i ^itf^d 

^ tcilM m c^ ^ mcidM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ sfr i 


^nfejRjrrfsft ^ ^RR cf5t fef cR^ IR ^jfcf^ HIcj/H sft 

^ ^ i^if^cplcpTiI ^R[ ^ “^t ^*RSt sJt I illpclchi ^ f^|?]cjd ^Tclf^d 

8n I 


2. ^ ^ ^^Id 37f^<y^, 1975 ^ 3TSZIRI 85 ^ 

3t^ 3Tr^ ^ricft v4dc|l4] MUKIv^ ^ ^ ^ 3TSTcrr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3TRM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 9ft feft ^nferft ft 7 few, 2001 ^ 

aRTTETRUT ^ ITPT I ^ I ft Mcr>l(^ld sfe 3Tfe fer ^Tfelftt ft '^W fft^^ Iftch i dl 8IT 

1ft>: 
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(i) ^ WTPT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

X7f^ lciR^‘1 ^ Tj^ ^ 3T^ >HI^M ^ ^ ^ t I 

(ii) ^ c|l>R!f^cf> ^ t 3fR ^ 3fR ^ ^ ^?cRI t I 

(iii) ■2TF ^ cblR^I J|UWM, VTRPT ^ ^ 3TRElt 

^ t 1 

3. ITTtorS ^ Rtcbtll ^ 3TT«IN ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ychlRld 2 2002 ^ 3TRF5J£PTT TI. 1/2002 ^ MlddM cTTRI W 

2TTI 

4. ^ Tpji 14o ^ ^ "jaip# ^0 f^o, #T vitHci i j] ^ 

^ ^ % RraM ^ ^ ^ (mf^d ci^ait ^ ^tf^, ^ w eFiE? 

^ ^J,ccn ^ 3i|ctoc1d, ^ ^ Rrcrf^) RUMcf^ 1995 ^ RRF 22 ^ 3I 

^ TF^an ^ 3rj^ sit sftY Rrf^ c^ vmmci ^ wr i 

^l ^icb'lRld 7 f^TF^, 2001 ^ StRHJ^FTT ^0 67/1/2000 - # ^ Tt ^ ^ 27 STW, 
2002 ^ TFft^ ^ sft ofR ^0 ^ Id'J] ^3FF?ft ^0 f^O, \jHc||<5] jiurivj^ 

'iTlHRjod^ tRcF StRtRrtH 1975 ^ ^ 3TQTT2I 85 ^ ^icpfe 3TT^ cF^ ^ xrf^ 

td:R^ ^ TFft Pidld! ^ TFftarr ^ q^idd ^o 5 ^ ^jfodiR^d ^?tRt 3fR f^Tirro 

^ ^R-i'^ tdR^fl ^ 3fRTRt[ c^ f|iT ^ ^ 3T^ c]^ ^ if stRRfT 3TTcFcR cfR^ cj^ 
RhlfiR^i ^ sft I 

5. STEIT^, ^#TI^ccF tR^F (Flfel ^ TF^, ‘^FTF^ ^ Wd^M 

^ 3TTcF^, ^FTTFF STRT RTEiRt) RfFTT^ 1995 ^ RrFF 22 ^ RFFT 27 ^ 

SI^FtcT 3?^ ^iRddl ^ 3I%T cF^ gTT^ RRtd ITIRTcFR ^ '3Tm FRuTIFt 3fk RdicF 2 

2002 ^ SlRRpTT ^0 1/2002 W cF^ -q^cFcT ^ WFR 

^ ^ RFfRi foT^ SJT fcF Rrf^ mRcFT^ ^ TT^aiTSTt ^ Ff^FTTH fcTFT ^ ^ 

^ mm ^ 4o # ^ 2317^ ^0 f^o, ^ frft^ f^ki^ ^ 

FRf§ tcRqt C^ Pi did') F^ F^ eTFI'dl FTTFFT 3iR ■iff cFFW F^ 

2ff PF FRF if 3FFTF FR^ FY ^0 '(P F^T 4t tcfl ^311^ F^O pTO "cfpr FfFFT^ Tpiyjivj^ 
PfFtpRT cte >7Pi'S ^eRdl 3rFpFT tJcFIfft P 3^ FFFR ^0 5 P vSleclR^d FTPt sfR 
3tPr^;FFT ft. 110/2002 FfPn^^ P wRf fPT PrhO fPf^ ^ 3TTFT?tr FF FfF 

P ‘4Pt 3lcR f 5| FF FF MRcpPhd "^F F^ ^fPt fP FR^ P 3TEFF£JPt #Pt I 

6. PrP^ FlPlFFft FRT ^FF ^ FFp p F^FTcT FT^ffp ^oFT F^ RjiFlRi^ l P 

FTF^ P STTFTcTFT F^ 4o # TRT ^ ^371^ FtO PTO ^ FfTFI^ FFFFF ^ FTFeT if ^ 

^Rd'l P Fnff 3TRTTpr FF c1Fl4) d41 F^ FTPt FF '^FdM vJFF FFPsTT FTW FR^ F^ 
erRPi i\ frrfrP Ptfi ttiRtt ( 


[ ^ I—1 ] 
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7. ^ PiiJHici(?fl ^ 22 ^ ^ Aq ^ ^ fr 

^0 1^0 ^lui^fvHI (f^ ^ cfjipft ^ ^ ^ 7 

2001 ^ ^rf^pgxRT 7T0 67/1/2000 ^ ^ TTf^fafTT ^ ^ ^ OTf^ET 

^ fsrr 2TT ! w ^ ^ ^ ^ 'd'Hcb! ^ ^ efpj 

v3M i ^ v3Hcn^ ^HJRT^ ^ ^ cf^ 7T^ ^ tl 

3Tc^, "^T? 'Jft ^ sn ^ ^ ^ ^ 

1^Rrt^ ^ f^ t I vi^^Kch l[Rr ^ ^ ^ 

sft 3^7 MldH'i1?5t RilHI'cl'^ ^ f^rJrfT 22 ^ ITRfErFtf ^ TrftS^ ^ cf>7^ ^ 3frfrR?T 

^ 1^ ^ 7TWT I 

8. TT^Sn 4 ddlld ^ t ^ ^ t 3^2jt?T tdR^ I 

9. ^ f^rafecF? yj^Hfcfoft 3fr7 TT^TR 3^?Jc2jclW o^cl^K ^ ^ ^ 

■<7^ 3jfclR<W ^ I f^rafeF’ ^ ^R^TTclcft cF^ TRRTT^ ^ 

fcfRIT SIT I M l l^cbl-^ ^ ^ ^ yitlvjUl^ 7R# ">7^ ^ 

^ 2ft 3ft7 fftRTT 9TT sfk 7^1^ dd^ldch ^ mR'MxI ^ ^ ^ f^ 

[chill sn I 

10. ^ ^ ^ mRuihI Cjft TTfttsn cFRft ^ Cfft^ 3T^5T f^RIT W 

2TT ^Tt!^ Trftt^ cftcf^ eft Pltil><y| W Tftfft^ % ! 

11. cft\ ^ ^ 1 Rnd^. 2002 ft 28 2003 ^ ^ TTltftR t I 

12. TTlIftwft ft ^ TTftr^ ^Fft ^7)3ncT cfRft %5 Ift^qftf^ ft?T ^ yiRicpiRq'^ ^ 

aflq-ciiRch Tfjq ft TjfxRT fft^TT ^ sfR Wer 3Tcrfft (STSjftT 1 fftdHx, 2002 ft 28 ^TR^, 2003 
to) ^ TOf^ eft 40 fftftt ^ ftftR feTfer ft 3Tqft fftsflft ft 3TcFTcT cFRlft TT?JI5F ToR ft 
Tfjft Rdfilc^ ^TOlft ^ 3TcRT7 TO7 fft^Tf 2TT 1 ^rrfftchrft ft 27 ST^RTT, 2003 ^ 

3TTftfftRT 7^ TTlft^lft^ vlJHcll^ ft TTftt 1ftcT^ ^TOlft ^ ftlRacr^ ft cqcKI ^ 3T^ 

fftrTlft eftt cfRft ^ 3FcRR ft[ fcTO I 37^ fftw cpTft ^ Tnft 

^TOTft ^ TOft ^ cZTcF^ fftwrft ^ ft ^Rft ^ ^TjfteT fft^TT TO gry f^y% 

\3»icft ^Ki cFR fftriT '*1^11 sn 1 

13. 37rfftcmft ft Iftlft^ Rd^lcg; 7TOTft ^ arjft^T ^ ^ TR^ Tiftt TfT^. eft 

3|jf|qftli| 3r?T dlcft '<ii4vJlPler> qii^d RrtH 6(7) ^ ST^TTR Tiftt faciei eg ^ TJ'TcT^ 

cfRRft 1 

14. mRroft ft fto ftt 77T ftt, ftftr vjidcileJ i\m\^ ^ ^ ftl^ ^ TOm 

IftRTT I 

15. dMjcFd M l ddft ftt fft^ ^ ^ ^ mRuih"! eft feT7 RxiiRd STTcRTO 

^9zft/3TT2n7 ^ 9/12/03 3/3/2004 ^ ^TTcT %d^ ^TOlft ^ sfR d^eft 77ft?I ft 

yyt^ [^uqR rft ^7^ ^ MR oTl ft ^ ft ft 7?T ft fft^ fft^TT TO t I 
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16. XXX ^ 3TTgR W ^ ipft ^xFTI ^ W 

WHT t 3flY ^ Pl’UHIj'HK ^ f \ HHT t I 

^Rqrg 

17. ^ ^ RFT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 74^ Rx|KI#T ^3^ C^ cpit^ ^ 

^ ^ t I ^ f|^‘ trST ^ ^ afk ra-dKI^ WTT^ ^ ^ 

f^Tfl TJIfJ % 3f^: M|I^<4?I'<) ^ i||f^ct3tcr>TtI ^RT Nd^lftcl (S'S 

PlWIj'MR, ^ t ^ T7f^ c^ cFf^ f I 

18. ^ E2IH ^r 7^ ^ MlRjcbl^ P|H^ f 1% Tftv^ 

tRq=> ^ 6IHim 85 ^ 3t^ 8507 ^ 3T?T^ cpftcRTjft^ 

sMPt^ ^ t i ^ leR4i #RT^i srf^rRm c^ 3t?rf^ ^ 

Tn^T Tlf^ f 3f|Y arf^T^Rm TRsdT 8507.10 ^ 8507.20 3^^ 

clfl^d f I '{AHUJecb 'dici?fclch t sflY WcT ^ ^ ^7 filialchl^l ^ % I 

19. ^ Rfr q5t ^^53Tm c^ qRi fRcj ^ fcmN, Rwr ^ 7m 

?Tqj q?r fttqTjft ^ ^ 21-31 ^ TITTRT ^ W t 3ft7 JT: f^^T W t 1 

20. Rfr TDftm m Wr qr# fup^r^ f^xiiTitJtq v3?m qq Rr^ t, 

3IOT-3reFT M Cl5t 3m-3RTT fcrf^ TRTR f 3f[7 #Tt (M) ^ 7R^ 3Tq^-<5nRt TIIHM f 
I ^cqm> ^ ^ t ^ -m STciRt ^ ^Rh ^ HTcf ^ RRrf?T ^ t I 

TT^ W vdcqidch ^ ^ ^ *jft hM cf>T Rrak ^ t I Piilldch 

T?q5 ^ 3m fuRm 3IW TfFTRT t 3fk fuR,T q7 MlddM OTTH t, ^ ^ 

fcifimj TixTT ^ qjRUT ^ Rm £[rt Rrqt^ ^ ^ ^ mr 

Rrit w Tmr t !. 

21. RDTT57 ^ Piq^dch (oznqT^) 3ftxr ^ vSRqr^ 'fMTm ^ ^3^qm> ^ tiihm ^ 

3m-3m t #fr 3m-2 M ^ f 3fR #fr 3iw tihm ^ t i qrm ^r, 

di^ciH, Rrnr^ 3fl7 mwi ^ fctTi^ qmM m RDTT57 tr q^ ^ ^ 

3IdR|fcci cTqRT ^ 7?T t I 

22. Rt|KiHj)d WTT^ qn qR^t qi^ oijNi^ ^ 7|q q^ q tft qiRiqjl TuRt^ f^qi 

t q ^ q? qniRid 1^ t % m siqftr ^ ^Rh rtct qq f^ratq ^qr t sfR q ^ 

q^ MHlfi^ld t Tj^q^ qrtq 3iqftr ^r Rratcf qR^ qi^ ^qnqq>/RrqW % Tfqfer t I 
qRqq cznqRt ^ qqq 3iqRr ^ HM qq •Rrqfq 1^ qr 3fR q? ^ ^jqnqq? ^ 
TTqftm t fuRf^ qqq 3iqftr ^ qm f^qtq qi I 

23. f^rqq 22 ^ 3icntq WTTqq> 3fR Pl^ldcb qr^ qq q^ qqr ^ Tnq 1^ qqi t I 3iq; q? 

q^ q^ f^qr qq Tiqqq ^qnqq> 3fR f^qtqq> qi^ cqr srJ TTqrq ^ t f^tqq ^ 7qq> cfR 77 «?n1 







[ ^ I—1 ]__5 

^ ^ ft?7n tpot^ I ^ xj^ ^ xn^^r^ wcr ^ ^ ^ t 

^ 'W<^ >641 cpK ^ ^IqvjJ^q ^ sNiq^i^l ^ vi^KH 

it^t\ Prf5^ 5nfim5T^t ^ ifwnr ^ fxj ^ §Tx?>Tf^ ci^ t i wrft 

^ f^*e jnter^ ^ ofjNiR41 ^ ^r 3reFT-3?cFT ^lenM ^ xn^ cf5t 

Rl4>fR^l ^ ^ I HHcll ^ ^ CPKUI \dE<Vi gRT oZTTxrr^t 3f[^ vJ^Kcb X^ ^RFf 
^ ^rar ’T^ f4)qi W 'ticr>ai ^ ! 

24. '0? ^TPTct 1^ 1^ vJcMWch sfR Rrafe^ ^ ^ 3R} t 3lk Rpfej SfRT ^ 

Rrahf ^ X3?xn^ ^ ^niT Pi^ld ’'tht x5tptt rft ^ vd^iqct) ^ %XR ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 'tiq>ai <rqif4^ f^Ti% ^ >dcMK<1> ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TOkTT % vjfm 

^ ♦lid ^ Rqlo <T»(^ qicfl I^'JI B<?n^^/RT^rf?TcF7 v)^cr7i SIT I 

25. qiftcpi ^iqcp gRT qiRacI ^ "XT^ sft ^RTlft TR^TT^ ^ XJ^ ^ ^ 

cillMI^I 3fk ^lRt<Mct>Tii ^c<^l44> ^ cJlRad ^ t I 5ra5R ^ oZnxTT^ 

^ H>*liqc?l ^ ^tR ^ XT^ ^ sfk ^ ^ f^Rft XT5r Hll^chK sfR M^RH ^ 

^R^ ^ ^ w?TT 11^ ^qrmrt ^ ^ ^ >[}xrt xr ^ ^ 

^ XTO ^ 4^ | p | <h ^rfimiR ^ t I 

26. ^ *11*1011 ^ ^ ^RXT ^Nt ^nf^^jRRrf (^^Jdcb) ^ 4 ^ ‘xj^ 

armr^ xi^ ^rtx^t aix^fer 11 

(^) ^lRl45|tt>Tli ^?qr53? l^ra^T 22 ^ 3r^f^3Tt ^ XJ?T ^ Wr I 

(^) if "XTXJ Rpjfe ^ ^RST if RT^ ^Jo^ 

^ ^ 'Mqjcl 1 

(^) ^ ^ ^ ^ OT^KT 'HIHM xje^T ^ ^ xj^ ^ ^ if 'dIHM ^ P m t Rd ^ 

W^TWT t I 

(^) ^TTcT Rqfa ^Tcft cph 41 ^ ^nfxT^ dlRad ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ X3^ PldHWxfd 
^WT^jllcT 3TrWd) ^yiRch 5R5^ ^ f 1 

27. pRrtddJ ^ JIFTT^ ^ X3^ ^1%^ ^ 1^ Wf foRTT t I 

28. *?|v^qi W^ ^ 1^ R-cIlRd 3T^ t viRf^ xt^ Tfl^ Tp^ ^TTReff if 

Pm 23 ^ ^rtten x^ Pm 5 ^ 3 ^?p^cT ^t 4 Pt ofm ^ Pru^ yim ot^ ^ ^ if 

XSTTW srapt PltilRa ^ "XT^t sft I ^Ixcflq \3C1iqcr>l' ^iPfisZT o!^ XjlRr ^fcrf^ cfTT ^ftPfRT if 
^ STTcTT ^I'Hchy cR ^irf^ if ^ ^ PmfcT ^ ^ if xp^ htPSr P m f Rd ^ 

’TTff vSTm 3T^ MRcl ^ XiTT^ t | ^Tf^ cl5^ 3?^ ^ if TO” ^ WT^t 
aiPf^ ti*iiq*ii # ^ XTT^ ^'if^d TITX^ ^Rif c^ pJfX? PRjfcT^ ^ PpqpT ^’^[^d xje?! 

^ Wen 13fk PfnPr ^ ^ ^ n P rPr P m? n^f ^ weft i sm: nrPr^ ^ ^ ^gPff^ 

^Rnr ft? Prafn ^ ^ ^ nron ^ Trrftxj ftr% ^ ^ ^ Prnfn wSt xn^m nrftR 

Pl^fRd ^ xTf^ Praft ^ ^ sfiR vjRid xjn rh^ x^m ^ ^ ■gPrf?^ 1^ vsn^ 

g5t vjRRcT t ft) PirartcT ^ i^ftPiPm? # I Prnft ^ ^t41<t)R Wr ^ tj^ (^) ^rPnjw nM ^ 
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(^) vdcMiqcp ^ (^) ^ W ^ 3T^ % 

^ (^) ^ ^ 4k xR? ^ 4yiPlct7 3TST^ >tff4-^RTO' Wf 

cf5t WW \5n% ^ % I 

29. ^ 'tj^'q-11 ^ 3TTErR ^ WTcT ^ XIl^RT 1% ^ ^MK 

3T^cHTcR?TT c^ oqci^R ^ ^t) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^t4 ^ 

3ftk^ ^ ^ v5^ ^ ^ ^ cRxn4^/^xHT/^^ ^ mm ^ |3n m l 

<H l 4v^P | ch v^Hc<| 4 ^ WI k^4k ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ vJMdRr ^ sft Pl^^dch % 

^ ^ ^ ^^frkk 5R5^ ^ i ^ ;Rg^ ftki w skk^k am ark^r 

t ! 

30. ^ %q^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t R^^dch ^ ^ fMt WTK^/t^RlW ^ 

FkT xnf%^ f^Rk ^rm ^ hic^ fckn i ^ ^id ^ ♦in fcRn ^i-mi ^ 

f45^ # 4t ^ f4^ ^ atk sjrt ^ ^ ^ ajgf^ 4 tdM ^ f^rak t ^ 

Mm ^ t 1 ^ w 4t ^ ^ ^ 4^fM ^ ‘Hm ^ 14^ ^ t 1 

^4k?it ^ 1^ t ^ 3T^: 3T^ cfTk^ 1.24 aR^ (2.7 l^rno 

cf?r ^ 3.55 aR^ ^ -ifr cfR ^ 4t t 1^mrer eTFrat cf5t 

^ ^ ^ t 1 ^ ^ W WcTT t ^ cfr (cf?) ^ C^ Tf Rijldch ^ 

f4^ cf?fTm 3Tf^ t; amr (^) ^ ^ ^ fefk ?rk ft t I ^ 

ferlM ^ ^7T^ Rt% ydIcHch afk^R^c^ t I 

31. ^ ^ apfrkk ^ ^pqgcM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

aRTWdi c^ anm w ^ ^ cfn ar^er k^rr t ! ^ '4t xJc^^ f^Rn t 

>HiHM ^ cF^ Piti^yuT % ^MR ak^iRW k«^id ^ amTR cFRR artk?T t afk ^ ^ 

k? ^zrak 4 wraTR stsJczrw ojt^^r ^ w f cfsirk 'Hhm ^ ^ fkkJT vsrr 44 arR 

^ink^^art c4 amiN f^Rir ^tht ^nfl^ 1 

Pl^k4?1 ^ kETR 

32. k. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^T4f4?T f4a#RTt 3?F<T 

vj^VicF^ f^^rk ^ wtatk^4^33 4 43 4 kRT w t I 

33. 4o ^ 1?^ 4t ^art^ cfMt fcro, 4k ^5mT4t jiukivjxi 4 ^ ^ 

cn4 4 ark viTix Mx^a c^k k cfj^r ‘^rt ^tt i vj-icf) 4 vsc^^ia f^RiT *\^\ % 14? kkt 4 

k arck 4 ^ Mm k f4k?T m§ % \ mr^ v^d^Kk ^ w 4k an^k 
^ fcR c4^ arkwkn m § t Pikdcb ^ ^ ^ arjte 3k4^m4 4 xJM^cw wr ( 

4kT k k^T ^r 4 k ^?cn?r f4^ 4 I ^ ^ f4^ ^mkk ^adTRk k 

^jkaiF M§ k ^4rf^ aRarr-arcTT t4kf4T 4 ck^ Pikdcb ^ fl^ 

^nnfk k wf^ f I •mkk ^adn^ k 3?f4f4f4 4 ^ ^ ^7 f4xrR m§ t f4j ^ ffe 
^ >d^wi k e2iFT 4 k kt k, 14 rt 4 4Wr k 4k MW(m k flR4 4 
cr4 4 4^ 8TT I 

34 . MR^ k 344f4f4 4 ^ ^ac^ 14 rt t k? f4k^ ^ an^ 

kR XT^ ^ HiHcli M^ feiT 4 afk MRU k> [^tpc^l aTk4 k fcR 'jfk k arak m^ k 

kkkr k ^jrrk k l ^arkk '^dncjk 4 44 ^ k m\m^ cf>t ^akt^ ^ k^rr t ^ ^ k 
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l^ipcH 3?gf^ ^ t I 7j^ Tjife: ^WRifbr^ t sik ^ 

^ sn^FT writer ^ 

^TFT^ ^ ^qel Rt?c?l 37^ tR # R^qK vH«M 3i|tl^?fi % 1 f^pjrr 5 3 f|^ 23 ^ 

3lMmRlq^ t cwif^ ^ ^TTR X^ ^ vsn^ 3T8M ^TSH^ ^TrfteTT W efPJ ^ # I W^l W 
t ^ ^nften ^ ^ fe^r 37 ^- 31 ^ Trrf^ ^ ^ 

^ 3 ^ % ^ viTT^ft t, vift ^ sfr ^ 37^^ 9 ( 5 ) 3787^ ^ f?!fzR 22 ^ 

37^ PiylR^ ^ ^ TJ?7 t I 4, ^ ^ 37H^to, t 3 f d!^HI, 

37k ^Ivflcl ^Tflcf Wf5t ^ 375 ^ 7 ^ fezTT ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 

37T?T^?T37t 3fk 37e<t>ei1 ^ ^ chRcJI^ xt^ ^ ^ T^ ^ tjdJ^: ^ 37^^ ^ I 

’TT^^ftTT ^07iqq>'i ^ ^ ^ XTT^kl^ R^rff ^ 3r?7^ f I Plf^ 

5TTf^^>7^ X3^ 3<ltiP7i^H ^ 3FT ^ ^ ^>7^ 'i^lH|!^Jc<h STf^Tf^T^ ^ ^ 37?r»t?T 

# 37k X 3 % 77777 ^ ^ XTT^kt^ PliJHi ^ Rnirf7 22 ^ JTTW^ ^ I 

35. f^TXR ^ qMK ar^cZTcT^ ^ ^ ^7^ 577 3f|7 3717% ^77^7^ ^ ^T^Tsk ^ ^ q(» ^77:5^ 

57^5^ f 1 >tii4v;iP|cj) 37f^7^ ^ ^ viMddiJ t" d«*f^ ^77^ ^ ^ 9 ^ dHIdX 

c^)^cil ^ t I RRrf?T^ ^ ^ ift vJc^T^ f^RTT t % ^ k^>rt ^ ^ 

^ qciMi ^7^ vjdt^ ^ virm # Ri7^dcb1i ^ t\^ d^ i idw 373 ^ 3 fk 

373[^=F7T^ ^ qiqv^q ^ ^T %7^ijdl ^ ^ 37^ x?^ cf^ 37Td?W ^pdT 

'3XTc7^ d7^ ^ HdT [^qi ^ I tl^ ^V[ qiftcTJi ^ 727 ^ c 7 >^ c 7 >t ^ 37 X 7 ^ ^ ^ 7 ^ 7 ^ ^ 

^iqd ^ ^ viMd^ ^f 37^7XT>^ ^ t I XJdTT^ xr^ ^ TfT^ ^T 37^- 

37^ TTTddXJ^ 37^^T^ c7>^ dd dRT ^ #1 

36. ^ ^ 'tiqV XT^ ^ ^ fkx? XTT^ +iif^^ cbm?) XTq^i^ ^ ^Tcff f^?jT 17 ^ ^ 

^iqcbi' ^ jrf^RRr ^ # x^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cbid 7 P i ch 

^3Ttd5% ^ 3fk 37'tq«c >SXT ^ ^7d Hqlm xtt^ ^ 377^ cH'*ll^l ^ I ^ ^ 7 ^ 377 ^^^7 

37ktxfr 'l^K Rqf ■'iqi t" I Nddcbl ^ <^iqi 1% c 7 37xrft 'tiqftia 57 ^^ dMIdli ^ xt^ 
f, “ift 377^K^d f Pil?’^ Rllticbiyl ^ ^dJlRd viTT 'dcbdl tl 

37. 57kf^ Wd ^rRxJTTTtf ^ vj7r$t c75^ ^ 37Td^^7d5dT ^ X7^ ^ 373 ^ %Z7T 7j? 77 t fcb‘27^ 

dd X^ RftrfRd Ri^id t 377^qcb kRrfddS ^ f^ 37OT-37d^ Hif^d 

d5T R7£Jku| q»<^ ^ vi7k7 dd dT^Td JljclqRTd t I MK^lcb X57kr qRu || 41 c 7 ^ fm d c^dcT 

xTTdkt£ft c7?t ^ t (^illd4>l c^ tH7 ^ c^ ^ 1kxx vj^MKcbj 

^ HJrTT "W X^ 3?^ t I 

38. X3T^ ^ ^ 3 PT ijxT ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ 

TTli^fd dd qiqi f^qi Xj 77 ^Tc75dT %, 37^^ fcpTJT 77 ^ ^ f^ ^|yu| 3737077 cbl^^d dd Mlcb^H 

^ f^qi ■xTdT ^ XTcTj Pl<4lal-3<il 5 cr>i 4 X^ ^ ftlXR ^^TJft§77 -Hl^ol ^ 37OT-37OT xtt^ 

^Tlf^ diT qiqi ^ ^ I RlR'^ MiRicbiy] ^ *7Heil ^ ^^qVn k^^7^dd^ ^ 1kxx 3 TOT- 

37^ XTT^ TTif^ ^ Rmkur 1^ t ^ 77 ? KJTd ftxT % cRTT % kTirfd 37f^7^ ^ 3727 ^ 
^ I 37^ Rl^^lacb (^3fr^^^3tk3r^^^r 3TOT-37OT XTTdd XTTf^ 57 TXd ^ ^ 

I 7T^^d82T ckf 

37OT-37d^ XTT^ Hlf^ ^ R^fk^X WT^lcf 1^ | 




8_ THE GAZETIEOFINDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I— Sec, 1] 

39. ^ CZIPT 1?^ 3TR vjfiTO^ WT ^ ^ 

^ 3TT^ ^ 3fk ^ 31lcbRd W t I 

^F>T ^ f^r4^ ^RTPI^ ^ ^T«zft ^ 5r??I5f ^ ^ ^ ^ t sik ^ TTFT^ ^ l^pDf^T 3TcR-3TOT 

TTlf^ Wr ^ feTXJ ^ ^ ^ I 

40. ^ f|pR ^ ^ f^RiWr ^ wr ^Twefr c^ ^ ^ wcfr ^r 

cTTMT ^ t, Pl^ldd? ^ ^ ^Tf^rer W t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ SIMJ^^cbdl 

^ fcfj w ^ fciciicji>wd ^ ^r ^ t i ^ ^r 

^ yfciPil^r ^ 3n^ ^ 5>^f^pW ^ vjc^^ 11"* 

41. 18 PTT^, 2002 ^ f^Pl^HH {t #) 496/2002 ^ ST^ ^ ^ ^-WT ^ 

;jc^ W t arfcrf^ d'Wl^vfl ^ 'Hd'ltiddcb 

^ ^ ^ ^T^ffRT c^ ^r ^8W sJt c^ ^ ^r ^ medM ^ 

3T#T fMt p|il1d4>d^ ^ ^3TaT 3T^ ^ 3?c?T«T 3?2T^ 3T3^«r ^tter ^ t l" 

27 2000 ^ ^ fctPrWT 2604/2000 M ^ STT 

eTf^ WT ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ fc^T^Rq^ f^pqfe^ ^ ^ ^ ^ tl 

42. 20 2000 ^ fcfPrWT 2570/2000 ^ ^ ^ t 

3[f^Rcki ^ WT^ wr ^ Mc^Rid Wr ^ 

2ft ^dTK^ ^ ^ ^TPJWqM ^ 3T^ ^ Rpftd^ WTT^ 

c^ ^ qw ^ 3?c^5T 3RM 3Tq?^ ^ ^ t T 16 q>^. 1998 ^ ^ qf^ 

RRqqd ‘^. 393/98 ^ "^F 'Se^v.a ^ f^ '•^d vjli^ ift-l 'mRcI f^'dce; sft 'd^tT 

c^ ^ c^ fftqr^Rq^ RRftcTq? ^ ^ ^T ^ ^ sft I 




[ I—1 ] MIW '5TJT TTsm : 

EL .... . ^ ^ 

43. ^ ^ ^ ^ P|t47t|l # I t^TT^ ^ 

■W t 1^ ^ tlr^ ^ ^ 'ddl'^vi^cp ^ ^ •g? Hql^ia 

R^ld'^/vicMKch ^ ■^3M Vi deni ^R^5i 3T5R^SiT eHt^ STT t 3TT^ ^ 

WRTT ^ ■^i ^ cnqei WcrT#3 ^ ^ 

3fk Piqiacnl ^ I 

n. ^nfi><gT^ gRT virra 

44. ci^^ A yil^cbl^t ^ p|iildc|5 w^ 5r^ ^ 3TmR ^ 

M^dlclc^) ^ V3^ ^ #»TT ^ g|Cp|qi arr I Mll^cni'<l cfT^ f Plilldcn 

^ "IF? ^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 2TT } V3€ft^ ^ ^ cT^ % 

if Piijfdch ^ ^ ^ t, ^ t I 

45. I^ife: UlR i cb l ^ ^ <4^101 ofl ^ WmFfi ^ ttTFT ^ ^ ^ 

^afTT ^ ^^JSTRT ^ 5^: 5f^ f^ W t I 

“ Pm 22 : (1) ^ tMt WTK w me^?5t wm\ wm %, ^ Pif^ Mildcni^ 

vjj1f^# T Pl^ldch ^ if fcf?# pRrtci^ ■^IT W^T 3T^ ^ "iTNcT ^ 

vjcRT ^FTK ^ PrqPi ^ t, ^ ^ ^iPSFti ^ 

5RfrmiaJ ^ ^ f^pqpfcF ^ wTm> ir^fficr ^ % 

f^RlpRf) ^ ^ Plilfdch) TJl Vi04l<c|7l ^ ^ t pJld^ ^ MlCd^l^t 

OTFH ^ t I 

(2) 3Tl^JPm ^ aiKT 9(^) ^ ^-gM (l) ^ 3T?Fpi ^ Pm 

^JF-Pm (i) ir ^ vife^Rad ^FfteTT smPr ^ ^ PrqPr^ ^ ^3?qm^ ^ 

srmtf ^ ^ c^wP i 


^ ^ ^fTWf 3Rpm Pra^ ^-^emfr t 3fr? ctf ^ 

^ m ^t ^Prf?^ joPm^ ^ PfittP^t ^ 

VlPuiH^^ ^jp" Piqldcnl ^ if Hied ^ PfElpUT gidl ^ ^ 

H ( Hd1 ^ ^ ^ ^ ?tPPi ^ ^jjcT^ jrm ^ ^ f I 

46 . Pm 22 ^ ^ FPf^Tpnft ^ ^ ^ PtPif^ Pm t Pr^ir SieFI- 

3m wd dTPid d>t dmr ^ ^raPfdi^ ^Pfr^ arm ^ ^ t i w^PPr 
^ ^ P># pTdpTd? ^ if sm ^ Wd dTpR dd PmPd cFp Pm W dd^dT t 
dr^ ^ dT^ ^ ^ ^ ! if ^ Udd^ t (d>) PF PmpTdj ^ ^ 3TdPr ^ ^Tdd PidpT 
dff P^dT t 3lP (^) PrdpTd> dT vJdfTdd? d? ddPTT t Pf? ^ PidtcTd? t?T if PF^ 


\:50(,(h\/0H-Z 



10 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


TT ^ t TT TTETM ^5^ cHTRT W t ! c|<^HH 

TP# ^ TT^ t 1% l^mfecp % ^ 3Icrf^ c^ 

^ fMr t [ wTr^T ftRifecp ^ ^ ^ ^ arePT-ar^ 

TTET Tlf^PT "Tift Pit^lRd f^^ll ^ TfTjTT % \jTT 'TTRtTT ^ i?t^ ^ I qTP# "4 
PiRte MiRjcbi^) ^ f^r^ifep # Ttw3it ^ 3imR T? ^ f^m T^tar ^ sft i 

47. ^ T^c^^a^t WT 3?Tf^ Tf fc[xlTY T# # ^epP P^r #feT t, f#PT 22(2) c^ 

WT TP TT^ ^ #fT I ^ ^ TPT TWR # 

^ Rm^itei tp?^ tp f^#r tp 1 #ifep c^ ht 4 ^ <TTT?fr ^ 3Pif^ ^ ^ 
^JeTiTPT T^ ^if^ TTPT # T^ t I 31WTT, T? TFPP t 1^RPT 22 

i TT TT^tft ftiJHIcIlcfl ^ 3PT TPT ^ #T T# t ftP# TB- ^g^ITT 

TTT # fcp Rppr 22 ^ OTcPtcT T^P Pf^T#m WT 3TT% Tfcf^TcT^ 3TTf^ T^ ^ 
TTnft t I TTfePP# # PTPPP# ^TTTTcT‘jft^Ttt% 3PT '^TTT cpcnmT TipJP 
TJT oqq^K 4 ’^t fT fcTTR TP TPIS^T f%TT TTT t ^ f^TY ^ TP# ^ #T # 
3TTf^ TY T^ ITfcTTP T^ t I ^3#rTT PT fcTTR cp# PTfep^ T# Tt# f 
WT ^^fSPT 3Tf?#;TTT ^ ^ #T 3TTf^ TP f^q#P cp# ^ T? TTRT T^ f I 
TlfetTP^ T? ^ T#t t f%TT 5 3# PTTT 23 ^ ^ ^3#T ^ c# 

3PFPRT f I TTtl^ ^ T^ #T TT T^rmf^ PP elPJ t I 

48. #cj ^3#T ^ TF 3T#TP ^ cTcfT tS t #T 3TTf^ f%T#T Tv^ ^ 

T^trdt ^ T?# T^ ^ ?lTT fvR# PRPPFPT^ Hicd Tlf^R TPT ^ 

TnpTT I Plf^TTP^t ^ #P ^ pRTkTTT # 't4]chK T^ W t # ^T^Tpft 3# 
3T#TP3ft P7 3 TTTTRt t I IPf^PP# ^ Tc^TH TTT mRuIIhI f%T#T> # 

TPTcfr, T^Wr, f^ T>t P^ frPI#[ snl^ T^ #^TR #T T^ t; fuPTTP TcPTPT PP 
#T ^ ^#T f^>TT TTT 2p | 

49. IT# GTcPTT Plfep^ ^ PT^#£ft TP?R # 3T5#T 9.5 aflP PITTM RTTPIT# # 
I^PPT 22 # Rffer TJ #PY TTpefr TPft^ #[ WT #[ t 3# T^ #;ef T#r f f# TF?R # 
3T3#T 9.5 # 3tT#T TTT TP P^PP RprfcTcp ^ ^ l^pfepf 3fR TcPTTT^ # #T f#TT 
PTPP TTt%P 3# T f# ^ f#T-f#T # 1#ltp#[ 3# ^3PTTc#t # #T # PTE#t# 

^ 3T£ftT t lTp^PTTTTTTtt#f#^ #PP TflT ^ v#t ^ # Pi i|fd# 3# 

TPI'IT# # #T #iT T^ PfTT TP?PT t i 3PT: Plfep^ TP TP# t 1# # TT ft #T T5t 
^3T# # TT ^ #TTy ^ Tff# ^ # 3TTR PP ^ #PP T^'taP ^ TTpP ## 
T@f #PT I 

50. PTpT TT> 4o 3ITT pfpRPT TTR f#T fPTefT # '3PT # TP# f TPPftT 

T^rf ^TTTTcfT # pp# TP #iT t, TPP#T '^TTTTcfT f PfTiTT?, T# f ^ f?r TP 
Tft # T^ #P^II # TT^ f Pitt 22 # 3 ## 3TePT-3TePT TPTT^^ # 3TerTY PY fe fl l Pg^ l 
f# t I #HiP TP# f PrrtTcp, #TPP TPT5I ^ ^ PT^TPtft ^JPTT W\ t, # TTT ^ 
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^ ^ ^ ^33mT ^ t i JTlf^cbl^ ^ # f% HH^l^ ^ 

cI^HH ^r M^Rlcb ^ t 1 

■ 51. (i) 5111^1^^ ^ ^ yf^^l ^ 3fl^ Tftc^ ^ ^ 3TFt '^■^Tf^’d 3?k 

>HHPld f%^rtdci7 cf^ ^qxRT/aff^ cf5t erT^f^t ^ ^ fcr^et^ t I 

(ii) ^ ift dcl^ t gRT Jl'lM’flil ^ ^ 

cF^RR 1%^ fld^ ^qtRT dfr ^5^ ^ 3ftT 5TT^1^ c^ ^dT^cF^ 3rj^£r dR^ 

^ 3Tftr^ ^ cif^ ^ f ! cRTTf^ t%M| fel^TT^WiR ^3^1eT^ dRT^ c^ 

^ ^hM^^di ^ ^ ^TjfTR ^ w % I PitfjHicicfl ^ 

7 ^ 1%d^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T£f[d %?%T ^TTdR ^ ^RJd cFR^ 

^ RTdW t I %rft7[ 3ndR^;R^ '^JddT ^ 3T%[^ WOT W^^Plcf^ X|?Tf^ if OT 

WdT t WdwM f^OTcFcft ^ t^RR 6(7) ^ 3T^OT Wft 1%d^ ^ f^OT 

^ WFcRd Wr WdT t i ^ if dW=ftd I 313^ ^ 3RflM^i| WOT ^ l%d^ 

C^ filch TRfcF if WFdRd OT OTT W I 

Pl^ld gfk WIRSih ^ OTW ^ cin 

^c^i<hH 

52. cltf^M wm cF^ TR ;R I OTtf^ f^d'HIcIcfl c^ 3TJHR dRdT 3T^fto t I 

f^nrfOT ^qwn/w?^ ^ wdR ^ ot cfrr ^ % otr arstcJicRw ^ 

cZlcRR ^£ft iftWdT cF)t ^ cFR^ f I Piijfdch ^ ]R^ 3RftRff7T OT f^RltOT ^ 
5R^ WWFd^ ^ OT dRF WRT^ ^ ^ 3iq-qjk1 Oik 3T?Jd t I 

3TRt dF 3T5^£T %dT t % ^ ^ ^ 3T^ t^Rf^ fkwf Tff^ fifwtf ^ 3T^ 

^ d?t ^ # dt ^ ^ 3TTdR ^ WdR ST^cZjcRW ^ RRRR OT?ft ^ 
3R^chK f^ OTT t I 


53. Rirk if 1%dW ir WdR 3T^RdOT ^ dd OT fcfRTT t afk Wf^k 

if f^^^ wad PR^d t I cFRJd 'xl^l^vjlPlch WT ^ WTel'^ # dRf% dv^ WHf^dl , 
wwtf, d^kRff 3Tlf^ ^ Wl%T ^JJddT dRfitd d?^ M t [ W#^ dRR 
GT^cddWFT dd cdd?R IRTd f^ W^ ^ fkd 3RRl dl^ ^ fkd 3ik P l ^qHIclofl ^ 

3T^d I ^ ^ 1 ^ 6 ^ 3f5dR WWW ^ C^ firdkwsif c^>{d l ^vjl" l ^ Wd dRlW 

Wdd^ W£ft ^ Wfgd t I 
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54. TTFT^ ^ 3T^o!I^W ^ WT ^ cf^ ^ 

tl ^ ^ illRlchlchdl ^ -JIF ^ t 3TT^ 31H^47 | ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3T^cZm^ WT ^ ttPTT t I ^ ^ >H I HM 

^ ^ 04.01.2002 ^ 3?1^r^xFTr ^ ^ f^RIcIcft ^ 3T^-I 

^ ^ 7 3ft^ 8 ^ ^ vjfc^l^d %-WMR ar^cZT^W ^ 3?^^ f^ 

■^TRT -cilf^i^ I 

55 r. P i ^ljd4^ OT C^ <^dlcir^ ^ W t, Mll^cbi-5) % 

Pi4H i cic^ ^ arjter-l ^ ^-7 ^ 8 ^ sricft^ w^v^ ^ ci?t tittM 

8?T I ^ 11^ MiedM f^RTRl^ ^ 3T^-1 c^ ^-7 ^ 31^ TOt ^- 

^53181 ■JTF <^ci^ % f^;- 


^ ^ STFIKT ^ ’TPT^ "31^ eim ^TTI^ c^ ^Tlf^ ^ 1^ ‘RR^ ^ 
^3cqT^ c^ 1^ c||>klte ^ tttit 3TOT :zT| 7^^ 3I|c|yilchdl;i>HK 

^a1%?T, ^hm ^ ^ ^ ^mr ar^czr^^ ^r 

arami MR47]^d ^ 3nerR ^ am^r 'RRd ^iflci ^ ic|R^t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3m^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ fMr 3Rf STM? ^ ^tTIW I' 

ai l ^RcW v3T^ Pl4Hlclc^l (-W^Rfr^T ^) 3T^-1 ^ ^-8 ^ cZf^^ t f^:- 

' 8. (l) '% ^RTN 3Is|cZrcR^ WT cFT 3T^ t ^ 1^ PlR'<i Mlf^4?T^ 

dMld 3T8Icrr c^5)*ld ^ ciluiK RlcSidf ^ c||^ c^ 4 dM^ ^ I f^dcp ffjKui 

^ ^ ^ cR^^fi cf>t Rl^ill ^ ^7nW-3 ^ PlR'^ ♦IMci'S ^ Si^tlK cR^Slt ^ ^ 

cf^ ^ t r 

(2) ^ MRcbeMd l ^ f^ ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Mlf^lcbl^ 3RTm c^ f^Rff dc^'W ^ Tm Mlf^Ichi'll ^ HIC'i'(|tft WET ^ Tmtvjm^ W 

cnvrTR 3T8^ ^ZIWIT WT ^ 3RmT ^ W t, % efl^IR 3 rJ cZTcRSn WT ^ t, 

?T8TTf^ ^ cH'jfR 3?85 cZIcRSn ^TRT ^ '^n ^ ^ ^ PlR^c yif^civr^ cF?r 

TTSJT 3McH*T c^yichV ^ MRcbcMdl ^ ^ t ^ ■JIB’ 'tliRa c{7^ ^ 1^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ( 3 ) ^ ^ 3rmR t? <^mk 3RjczicR?n wi ^ ^ # I 


56. ■^ITteTRt ^ ^ t f% Pl^lldcb ^ MlddM Rmi^ c^ 3T^£r-1 ^ 8 ^ ^ ^ 

3 ^ vjfwlfecTT^W? 3 TTCIWF ^jIMcdI^I/^CT viMcn&J cf^^ # Rjl'iicp 3 TTEIR ^ Riffe TTlterRt, 
PlHf^cI TR 1cmR ^ TT^ 

(47) ^ ^ ^fTRriWt j/I^'IPIcItI dMicl 3 ftT \icMiqH, cT 8 TT Rl^ ^T%d 

cl>^, RRT?fi ^ RiM c^ ^ cfjT Rl^ STFjf^ OT ^ ^ ^MR 

cRTT BTT ^ fcJRft fclRl^e ^ BtTTT t sfR ■ 2 IF WU ^5^ Pl^^il ^ 

c11M<^ Cll'wl^^' «IMR ^ ■^^rtcft 
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m ^ ^ cj?r vicMIcJ^ cTFI^ ^ ^ 31 ^ c^^^ ^fUTTcff ^ 

f^>^>Muh' 3i#T ^ t I ^RraR ^atWr ^ SRT ^ w^, 

3Fq: 3TN>. STFTR ?mT '5Etifr ^ dcT^ ^ ^3ff^ ^ ^^IdH c^ 

■(^) ^ ^ f^^TcTT cmr ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^f^ddl cmr ^«TTf^ ^ t; ^ 

(^) i^PiH^ ^ MRdc^d ^MR ^ ^ ^ f I 

^ ^ ^ Rff^ TTn^ ^ 3 tteir tr f^f^d ^ "^r wr 

vjncTT t HlC’l'iltfl’ WET ^ 3THit^ 3T2J^ ^ 3Tto> c^ RT^ f 

f Rrf^ 5n%i7Rt ^ Rrf^Rr^ c^ 1 ^ 6 ^ Rrf^ Ri^ i dl cr^r rpj;^ 

f I, 

57 . ■^-^f’JlK 3I2lcqq>{«lT ^?ft ^ ^ TTR»1 ^ ^Rchc^H I ^ 

^TT2T ^ c^ ^T^ff ^♦^Rl^i ^R^)T^ Rnr5Rn?Jt=T # sfR ^>Hfe1V ^ iJcbd 

^ 5T^ ^ ^ PliJ^dcb ^>ict>|^ RrTsRT cfft 31 ‘^mR^R^ ^ Cfi|^4l ^ 

f\ ^ 3T^ Rf^qi - iR^ Piilid ^ ^ wrr»t^ ^ 

■?FT2^ ^ # I ^ ^ f^HR 4o '{flk''{R1 ^ ^0 "nRO ^ R l blRm ^ 

3r3^ t I 

STS. '^^ w^ ^ cPTT ^ <t>*^Tl ^2m>, ^R'rit RRne ^ \jfRr 

3T^ Rfq^ci Rj'Micpciisi ^ wfjRt Rwort ^ ^ ^ f; ^rrf^r^jRt ^ M i edyl^ 

Plii*iiqc>ri ^ 3 i^'Mk RftjjRd Wcf ^ cTBcT "^R ^MR 3 rJcZJcR8TT c[tR ^ 4 Pi4>|^ c|?t 

^am fciRjT m i MiRchi^l c^ oqf^^id wcr ^ 3nffe/tT^ R i ^joiuh' ^ 

ell^'t^'d cT^TT Rqla ^5 RrT "4 t f44w? ^ 4 Rm^RT ^ ^ 

RFj^ f^ ^ # j MiRcbi^ cj 4 uTm ^ tf4cf5^, Rr4?T, cffirr^ Rt^Rr ^ RrRt 

^ >iR>qi ^ cqfq^qci cTJ^S’fl t4ftP^ c^ RteRri W BtcTT f I 'dci^'Hiy. Vl l f^ch l ^ 4 ^ 
Rl^^Rd ^ fcjj W ^ Vjcqiqcr^/Pi'qicicr? 'd^4)1^1 Rr4^ 4 ^d-3l ^ 3TS1^ ■^, 
f4?4w fc^RTT t I 

SS ’ ^nf^cf>i’^ ^ '^? PidIRd cfR4 ^ fcR w ^r 4 PR|td ^ yziRid ^mr 

^ cJjRUT ^ ^ ^ t. Rl Hl^Rdd W f4w f^J^n; 

i) RJrR PRi"^ RRjte 4 cq|q^|pq> ^ Rp^Rt dl^'A'dj 4 44 ^ RRJTW ■?r4 cfiT 
31^ 1 

ii) ^fR4M ^ Pii^ui cf^ Pc^^<j>d ^ mcTT ^ cm^ 3 tR44wt, ?t2tt 

iii) £[RT clT^qRntr ^ RmoRT ^ fcI' ^^cb>^U | cr 4 4g 3TRI 4lMr|lRcb vjlfm 
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60. ^ ^ Pl4^U| 3^^ cFwpft OT clTPJT, -y it^ckl 

'm\ ^ 3mT wp cf?r ^ ^ ^ 

5R^ ^ I 5r[f&cr>l'<l ^ ^ cf=rpj^ fcf^ 3ftY ^ 

^ ^ folk' vjii^ ^ ^ 'fRcpT^ f^TT^FT ^ 3 TJmR^ 

^ifrlRcf^ f ^ vg rfx l McI l d l fts^ m] TTf^ 

^fcifclllrit ^ TRcf)l^ ^ t, 

(i) ^ fMci cf^ cf>T fMt ^iT^cbT^ snRm^ ^ wr t ^tsicr 

Jirf^cnyui c^ 3Fjfr?T ^ t; 

(ii) W v:JTlXMqidl ^ TRT TTf^STf ^ 3P^ fct^-f^H^ cbT^ TY 

cb^ ^ 3i1^r^ t, 

(iii) w ^y^didi 3M m?h ^ WT cFF^ c^ Mr ^ ^ ^ 

(iv) 31^:, cRH ^tR;I^RTT 3Im 4) Rilld f^fft^ ^ ;nf^ ^ 3 TT^ 3TR[cf>R ^ t 

3fl^ eim c^ f^cRR smr ?Tf^ ^ jcjxNtw ^ ^ ^fcicr? w ^ ^ t, 

(v) 5nf^crji^ cf^ ^ f^ cbT^Fft y<^f?id cfR% ^r ^ sft fcb ^d^ i ^d , 

?I^ ^*1d-f^t[t^u| ^ 6(1^ ^ ^chi'll cbi 5R?IT ^ f^iid^l cb^^ c^ 5R?rT 
^ BT^fr ^ 2TT, ^ ^ ^ ?R^ ^ ^fcRT? SIT I 

61. 3T5^^fcrM ^ #T vdHcjlj] v i uK i vjx^ c^ cbFJ^ 

^ sicpfe xTcb f^Pic>s t 3ik5rrw ^ ERic^ cbFjjfr ^ ^ irf^ cj^d ^ t 

I ^ ^ ^ TR ^ t ^ f%£rf^ TTWR ^ cF^ 

^ I y^EH ^R<;i3f! cift SlfcFI WT ^ ^ TcIcRf f" I TTf^Tcblit/yweR 
3Ty^ y^SIT ^ xRFT C^ ^ ^ f^Rft WF5T^ yif^T^RR cf^ 3Tf^N{J^Rjd TR^ ^ 

WI?2T^ ^ t I ^EmR % 34^1# feiy 3Rim ^ 1^ jtfTT 7RR^ ^ 

^yrm ^r pRfr ^ ^ fciy t l yif^ray^ ^ f ^ y^ 

Ty f^cRufr ^ ^ >dycbi'^ f^rr^ ^ ycbE ^ t I 

62. “ 'tloulH'l ^ yfe^ ^ ]R^ 7|T7 3flrcb^ cf>T >[H(^IMH t^TT W 2TT 3ftY 

PidH ^dcb ^ 3f[Y yr3?i cf5t vjyferf^ ^ ^ fcbn ttt sjt i 

TF 3TyeftcbT cfy^ f v^ fij, tiETM PliJHIc|cfl ^ 3T5^£r -I 4wy5 

8 ( 3 ) (y5) 4 nRcpfc^a t, fe>t ^^dV^I''ld)' 3TTf^ c^ TRW ^ ^ 

^ ■'dxIcbK ^ ^ yriTT T# t I 

63. ^Hd Rwk'T ^ TfHiFi elFRT ^ ^ 3TWR Tf Tll^IcbT^ ^ 

yWT t ^ ^ 3TTf^ ^ Wnf^TcI TTT, 

yRTWr efPRT ?T8TT cb^pfl- ^ f^lf^ ^ cf^ f%T)MU| y<ifj|d T# t’ I 



[HFU—33^1] 
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64. 'HmItI chf'J^-i'l w ^ ^l?lf ^ sft 3fk 7^ ^TRI "W 8TT % 4 

^ ^ mim ^ fen? ^ f ^ c^ 

^^iWr ^ fcrf^P7%T ^ t I Rqif^iji ^ ^ cr ^ ^ t ^ 

f^^tfcRTT 'jfKft ^ 3fk «|crj(«m XIR( ^ yrcfPT fclqxui fefTfeRT ^ 
^3feclR^d 6fl^ ^TTf^ ^ f I 

65. VJ-IQ? elxai ^ cT^TT R^Id Xllql ^ ^ ^ ift ^' ^ I MH %^TT 

^ I yiltlc|?ixl •ilc cTJXcl ^ ft? ^Tjft ^(’Vix qc5*lM ^ ^ flf^ ^ 

JIM: ^t\ 


66. ^ ^ -^y^ f ^ 3T2mT ^ fl^ ^ efy^ 

^TSIT 3T^-MRc^d ^Ffpnft, cTsn ^TT^tI^RT <a'^q^ C^ ^<Rr5r # ( ^ 

^ ^ erm ^ ^ ^ t viRf!F5 

TO>t ^ifTR# ^ ^ ^ \3TRft t I OlfcjRcfd ^ 7|2T7 f t^f^RT 

^ ^ ^ ef^ '^^'51 ^ \3^ cr5]*idi ^ f^f^RT ^I^Rlch-dl^ft ^ 

W t I 


67. ^ 5fTR) 5fTf&cpxuil ^iRcq cRq^ ^ cf5t t I 

^ 3?Pjf^ ift T^ Pr^ IRT ^ t 3fR 3fRrcT 7S%^ ^ 10.3716 3TR ljH4] 

5rf^ ^Rch ^ t I 

68. ^ ^ Rpok ^ .fc^ ^ f 3ik q>4xj|Rq)' ^ Rf^f^ WmR 

^ ^ %ntpfr, Rrsit anf^ ^ rbhr ^ ^ t i ^ 

^ T^ cRq^ ^ jnR t sfR ^xjiRqT ^ RrRr^ cRt 

^ ^ ^ sftxid cf^ cm RfCMKH ^frflcT uRcn t I ^ 

^ 317^, Rrt^K^ 3nf^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ 

^ armm ^rm wr t afR ^ ^ en^m ^ ^ ^ ^sq ir 

w t I 


69. "eR^ ?Tv 3TR 4 xiq«€| efft ^ | q^Hd/^TTplT ^ ^ c|^ 

^ t 3fR ^ RfTjRj q’lRlR^cb 3TTEIR W f I 

^STcTT^RrytcT ^ fcR c^ ^ ^ t ^FJfif% cf5RRT ^ ^ SIRR W 3R7 

?RTT t 3fR ^ct7| Rrsrf^ ^RTR ^ ^ 3fR 3TFj1^ ^ f^lfcT ^ 3TTm7 ^7 ^RTT t I 

70. cfjTtrft ^ cTSTT R^M ^‘^^iRh ^r ^ tt^tt t 3fR 3ffc5^ ^^tRr 

(3tn^ 41) ^f Rrf^ 1%XT 7TXT f I Rt^ ^*^cw \3m tr ^ ^ err^ 

OTT Ri<^id eppp c^ t I 

71. cRq^ ig^ ^Rxi+qRtqi ^cw qi^lK R^j<€| ^iRlI^cb 3nWR ^ yRT ^ ^ 

t I ^ ^tR^RtRt Tf^ gRT 3T2RT Rf?# #fRt ^ 3787^ gr R l f^q, 

Rt^ ^ 3tRtR^ f^ 3RT 3n^ XR xjtr^ ^ ^ irf t l ^-^jrqfxT ^ srRrR^ 
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^ ferar W t I ^ STR^ ^ vjrTrTT t I '^Vf\ 3T8T^ 

fct^ 3TPjf^. ftrwr WJT c[jUi^ ^ vJM'dSfel t, ^ ■#jRT ^ t I 

72,. "5^ ^ ^ ^ cffKpft ^ € I Pll^f^^ 

^ ^ mRci^ ^ ^ Wm ^ ^ 

f^TJTT ^ t 1 ^ g^ ^ f^cR^ eRlT^ RPl^^ff ^ t 

^2TT ci^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ g^ ^ ^ ^ srf^ ^ 11 

7i. ^ ^ ^ Pl^ldcb SRI vJM'^ ^ 

enw 3 T^czi^w ^ g^ ^ ^ MienM 28/2001 

31 g^, 2001 1/2002 Rdich 4 2002 ^ 

cFRT^ ^ ^ ?R2T ^ ^ ^ elMlci «IMI^1 

^ 3Tg^ dMd^ ^Rrt t. 5fTR[cfjT^ ^ «IMK SRjoqq't^ 

^ cb l 4>^cl IR tctxTR ^ ^ f 1 ^artxrqRft^ff^ (#=T vjinqiql M^kivj^ ^ 

H^ T c RT) cfe 3TPicblR4t ^ ■?!]«[ ^ ^RPT ^ ??TRT "W 8^ JRneH 

^21T MER c^ HIHc^ ^ cf^ Pl4^u| PjT^I qi'wq Piqlaq> ^ 3TpfeR^t 

^ xH^ i R ' d tc[RT ^ 8n I ch«i4t ^ ^rgfe ^ arg^ ^ «qf?ia ^ 

dcMKH , Ptwr -dsn ^5 Pr PmkR ^ ^ 5 i4eh ^ Prt^, ^ 

3t 4PT 21T ^ fcf> c^ ^ cF)Tq^ W Wof ^ I ^ ^icilcp ^T 

f^TTR cpr qiuiR STsJcqq'f^ cR oqq^K M^l^ qiX^ MlCd^^l' Rq*iNcfl 3Tg^-1 ^ 

^-1 ^ 6 ^ 3Tg^ WTRI gRT ^ PraiRd cfR^ TR fcTclR fc^ W 8TT I 

74. 9cf>(l) (^) c^ ?TF^ PfRft ^ 'HIHM gRI ^ t f^:- 

(i) 'illHM ^ ^ ^ oillMK ^ ^ "^RTR 5R>R ^ cRg c^ goRTR^ gc^ 

^ v3Md>^ (6) ^ cT?cT epn^ -q^ f^prjrfr 3Tg^ ^iRlElfRd pRrf?T^ ^ 3RmT 
^ ^ fc^ 3TM?T 3fR 

(ii) ^ Rilldcb ^ 3RRT ^ 6|MR ^T >dlHM ^ ^ cznW 4 

RRH ^ ERg ^ ^ ^ ^ 3RRT ^ McRP ^ 3RRT ^ 

^Rg RRfR ^ f^Rft f^#r WR ^ f^lPr 3 RTc[T ft# # ^ C^ 

ciiKU| ycfjR # ft# qcf) viRid gRRT ^ hi 41 # RTFfRT gc^ Ptr ^ 

(# viMPlild 6 c^ eTSd ^ pRRt c^ Srg^ ^iPl^^Rd RRR 3?^ # ^ ^ 

cR g(Hdlc*<b g^ ^ ^ ft#R> ^ 31^ 33^ ftR?t cfRR 

^ ^ Pr#^ i\; 3T8RT 
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(^) ^ 'HHM ^ ^ ^^ Pmf ^ 

^iWRd cTR ^ ^[f^H ^ WT ^ c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ vrJdlKH 

cTPTcl; 

75 5TTRm^ % ^0 ■'i^l^>d41 jfl^lvi, ^0 felRr. ^ >iflHl^jech 3Tf?jRm cf^ 
CTM 9^ (I) (Tj) ^ 'dHM ^ ^ RraRur ^ ^ Pliiidch sft i 

M^dlcie?) ^ v^ciN ^ ^0 'i'l]^'('l4) ^il^llvh ^cy) ^0 f^O ^ Ri|^cic!> y^dlcicTl ^ 'ij^'ddI^ 
M'i^d ^ sff I «II^K ^ 'dcicQ cRg ^ ch’«^l f" 5'<i[cl^ ^FTFTP^ 

^ 3TTW^ ^ ^ vJRr ^ ^ ^ Rr^ ^ 3nm7 ^ 3mT vddlKH ^ 

wn?r ^r dcf5>H^ld 3?RT ^ v3ft^^^57^ ^ t 1 ^ M ^ ^ pRlt^T ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^Rj ^ ^ f^eiRur ^ ^r ^ ^ 

^dlKH ^ ^r cBt^FFB aiR Cj^ 1^ C^ ^jTRim I cFRRft ^ ITTO ^ 
^■dl ^ RRIB dl'Sell ^ vSdTT^ ^ cTFTd’ ^ etiR dMel^ c^^ycm^ ^ 

Ri'«utdch c^ WTRT ^ 3TTcfBR ^ STTETR t I Pl^ldch ^ TTRRr^-8.9. cRTT 10 ^ 
3Tg^ fcrftB 37^ ^ sft^'lRicb tdM ^ vddlKd ^ elPm ]J^ ^ t I 
3BTM, ^ Rilldch ^ ^tRRi^-8,9, cRIT 10 ^ Qldlidd ^ cTFTcT 

cf^ 7W ^ ^ ^ c^ ^2?T ^ ^ ^ RrTH ^ 

^ ^ an {cTsuft, RrafcRF ^ 71^ f^ tpjt an 1% ^ nRRr^ ^r 
nf errn^ nKnf^ 3TTerR n7 ^ nf t I 

76. RRrtcTn? vjrm ^ dcMiRd fc|RrB ni'^d'1 n?f ^ ^ 

vidIKH c^FTcT ^ ^ f I ^im 3Tnf^ c^ leB cfRpft ^ ^ ^ ^ ef# 

^ nrRr^ 3imR n7 f^nn t i Rratn^ % wn ^ n5t 

elMld ^ 'iaidl ^^/eTR diPl cR^T ^ Rcild vSMclfi^ n^TRT an I n? nRT "Rn aj 
cTFTcT f^rWT ^ dan 'HdJNH ^ eilchf^d n?t WTd ^T, efR ^ FTRT 

cr# ^ 3?^;^ cnnn n7 I^br nR^ n^ 6.07% ^ #nT w R^fr ^r 5ri%^ 
^ ^ I 'Jli'd 3mf^ ^ Id S' ^«6i n^3lt ^ ^dfKd elMld ^ 3llcr)dd dR^ ^dci^i 
earn w nnr t I 

ri. dRnft ^ ^ snrf^ ^ aMPm? tdM ^ #n nr^ nn pRrfn 

f^RTT t I dR yo^ch afl^'lRich ^ dn nnwR ^n7 wtrt ****, 

**** nan **** 3R^ ^gJeR ^?Bp^d W t I 


liOCGl/O^-^ 
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70 ^ ^ ^ mRRiM-2 ^ 3T^ ^ ^ 

9\iM ^ %3rcf5-^/EFs^-^ ^ 51^ f I Rmtacf? ^ ^r ftWr ^ 

aMRr^ ^ ^ t I ^ MRf^-4 ^ ^ 

ETcmT%, ^ mRci^^ ^ w ^r w^jtt ^ 

^Hc>^ I MM ^ ^ f^r^ Rf^ "T^T t 3ft? ^ cr^Koi-TT ^ Rl?fe ^ 

q^-cl^ ^ 31 ^hR 1 ^ t I mR?R ^ ^*ft^ ^ 'tlr'JlN^ ^ ^RFT ?I? HNl T^T 2JT 

Ao ??[ ft, ^ ^0 E^o ^ ^m?eT ^ Rrat^r ?ft ft snf cHRiRccki cfroft^Fi (?ft 
qt 3TTt), ttfel crf^ ^ ET£2m % f^ t 3ft? ?ft ft 311^ f EM ^ 3TTf 

?ft ^ ft (RhTT^ ft ^ 3TT? 1^0, (?ft ^ ft) ^ ifET f^^TEf 3T?TfHTM EM 
^ Em Ef Rrff^ ffET I 

ig. Rrael RpfE ftEE ffEEMf f 1^ Eft EElftEffi EE ^ eRcF5ER 

ffm EET t 1 ^ ?tf E f?ftftm^^ftft3Ef fff^ e 1^ 3TTf^^ 3ft? ?tt ft 
3TTf ^ ?ft ft ^ RtET 5? 3ft? 3mcf: ?ft ft RlEl J? ^ ET?ftE ET^ ^ Eff^ ftmf 

EE ffm EET ^ 3ft? ^Eift EEf ^ ETJ TTElfMEt ^ 3T^^ EETET 

EET 2Tf 1 viHci^ EElftEEt ^ Ttff^ esftf EE ?MrnTE RhET EET ET 3ft? "^JEft EEEft ^ 
ETE EEeT^ RetT^ f" 31^«^c1 EETET EET ET I 

80. 3TEff ^ ft?[E EEEft ^ Em Ef Pt^icl E^t E^ 3fRrtffE> eRT^ 

E^ Eff f^-ET? ffEtE ftEE ****,****,**** 3rE5tE^ ^51M? EEft t I 

ETEE EiRSh : 


8i- fdM ^ flv^d! 3ft? 'ST^ ft 3TfET ff?f t, E^ET sft? ^EET f 

EEtEHlf ^Ef ETETEET Elf Elf Ef EEm t 1 ^fET ff EE? vjf^RaE t, ff^. ft^ E^ 
ETET 3ft? fE^ f EEE f EcE§T ElfE t ft ^ 3TEET E^ f EE f ft Efclfff^ 

% 1 fEf 3MTET ft^ E^ ElET ft? fE^ ^ EEfE EET ??TE^ ?EE^ cTFlft 3ft? eWT ^ 
ftE EET^ ?tEE ft EEE?t E^ETjf t ! ‘^ErffTr ETRieE^ ^EET. EET ElEE ETRr E? EfEf 
^ yfldHl f EfTEFE EET ffftE E^EE Ef feRfl ^ EETE c^ E)E E>?f E? 

Rm? EF?f f 1 Riltdcb ETE 3ff? vfE 3TEff ^ ft?rE ?MTTffE ff^E tj^ EE^ftE^t 

f 3EET? E? Em E? ffER ffm EET t I EE^ ^ ^ 3FJER TTTEPE 3ft? 
RpRe ft EE E? RPET? ERf ^ ETEE dlf^TE 12,31% f W f ff^lRd ff El EET t I 


?rftm ?ffft siffE ette mR^ite 


82- 


itjfrEE E? ffEl? ERf f ETETE ElffEEft Rf^ ffEEelf f ff : 
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(i) ^0 ^ ^ ft ^0 ^0 ^ ^ ^ ^ X7f^ v3Tm 

3T^ C^ WTRT ^ ^ ^ t I 

(ii) ^0 ^ ft ^0 ^0 ^ ^ ^ 3T2mT ^3^ ^ #ITT 

^ 8507 ^ 3TcTfcf STlf ^ ^ t^M c^ ^ 3TT^nff ^ 

^5^ cmrf ^ RiLhiRi^i ^ t I tTTCTitft RnRiR^d dif^cm ^ cjff^ 
^0 9 f vdfc^Rad ^ sfR 4o ■ft ^ ft fN ^0 TRJT ^ Rf Rld/fclPiffid ^ 1%0 
JIM el's ^Rl'S fsf ^ 3iNid ^ Hgd ^Je^ ^ 41-ci ^ QA^'i ^VlT sfR '^T? f0 ft ''^ ft 
fMf W^O WO ^ ^ ^ 8TSM ^3^ ^ Rrfff^ flHH^iech ^ 8507 ^ 3tHf?l 3Tif 
^[ft ff5 IdRfi ^ ^ sTFTTfr ^ ^ ^ med’M Rmrcrft c^ % 

22(2) ^ srjw ^ f^er f ^ ^ ^ 5nf^r^ ^ f4ft ^ f 

elM^ ^Vll I 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(D1RECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NEW SHIPPER REVIEW NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 20th April, 2004 

Subject:—New Shipper Review of Antidumping dirty imposed on imports of Lead Acid Batteries requested 
by M/t. CSB Battery Guangzhou Co. Ltd. CMnAPR—Final findings. 

No. 14/26/200^-DGAD A. Procedure.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975 as amend^ In 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof, the Designated Authority initiated 
New Shipper Review of anti-dumping duty imposed on Lead Acid Batteries 
produced by M/s. CSB Battery Guangzhou Company Ltd., and exported by M/s. 
CSB Battery, Singapore prescribed under Rule 22 of the rules supra, vide 
notification No. 14/26/2002-DGAD, dated the 27*^ August 2002. 

Preliminary scrutiny of the application filed by the petitioners revealed 
certain deficiencies, which were subsequently rectified by the petitioner. The 
petition was, therefore, considered as properly documented. 

2. This New Shipper Review was initiated vide notification No. 14/26/2002- 
DGAD, dated the 27'^ August 2002 in the matter of import of Lead Acid Batteries 
falling under Chapter 85 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 originating in or 
exported from China PR where the Designated Authority vide its final findings 
published In the Gazette of India Extraordinary, Part I Section I, dated the 7*^ 
December 2001 had come to the conclusion that; 

(I) Lead Acid Batteries exported to India from China PR, Korea RP, Japan 
and Bangladesh is below its normal value during the period of investigation; 

(ii) The Indian industry has suffered material injury and is further being 
threatened with material injury; 

(iii) The injury has been caused by the dumped Imports from China PR, Korea 
RP, Japan and Bangladesh; 

3. On the basis of the aforesaid findings of the Designated Authority, the 
Central Government had inyosed anti dumping duty vide notification No, 

1/2002-Customs dated the 2"° January 2002 published in the Gazette of India. 
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4. As Stated above M/s. CSB Battery Guangzhou Company Ltd., China PR 
had requested for a review in terms of Rule 22 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping duty on dumped 
articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules 1995 in respect of exports being 
made and the Designated Authority vide notification No. 67/1/2000-DGAD dated 
the 7^^ December 2001 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, 
Section I, had initiated the review on 27^^ August 2002 and recommended 
provisional assessment of all exports of Lead Acid Batteries falling under chapter 
85 of Gazette schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 made by M/s. CSB 
Battery Guangzhou Company Ltd., China PR, as difference between the amount 
mentioned in Col. No. 5 and landed value of imports per Kg. of the Lead Acid 
Batteries till the completion of the review. 

5. Further, in exercise of the powers conferred under sub-rule (2) of the Rule 
22 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti 
Dumping duty on dumped articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules 1995, 
the Central Government after considering the aforesaid findings of the 
Designated Authority, and its notification no. 1/2002-Customs dated 2"'^ January 
2002 decided that pending the outcome of the said reviews by the Designated 
Authority, no anti dumping duty shall be levied on exports of Lead Acid Batteries 
by M/s. CSB Battery Guangzhou Company Ltd., China PR when imported into 
India & further provided that Lead Acid Batteries exported by M/s. CSB Battery 
Guangzhou Company Ltd., China PR when imported into India shall be subjected 
to provisional assessment and a guarantee for the amount of duty calculated at 
the rate of as the difference between the amount mentioned in Col. No. 5 and 
landed value of imports per Kg. of the Lead Acid Batteries vide notification 
no. 110/2002-Customs. 

6. In case of recommendation of anti-dumping duty after completion of the 
said reviews by the Designated Authority, the importer should be liable to pay the 
amount of duty imposed on all Imports into India of Lead Acid Batteries from M/s. 
CSB Battery Guangzhou Company Ltd., China PR from the date of initiation of 
said review. 

7. The Authority received a request to initiate a ‘new Shipper’ review of 
notification no 67/1/2000 dated 7*^ December, 2001, pursuant to the Rule22 of 
Anti-dumping Rules, from the Chinese producer M/s CSB Battery Co. Ltd., 
China PR (hereinafter referred to as ‘the company concerned’). This company 
claimed that it is not related to any of the exporting producers In China PR 
subject to the anti dumping measures in force with regard to the product 
concerned. Furthermore, it claimed that it has not exported the product 
concerned during the original period of investigation. The Authority prima-facie 
examined the evidence submitted by the Chinese producer concerned and 
considered sufficient to justify the initiation of a review in accordance with the 
provisions of the Rule22 of Anti-dumping Rules. 
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8. The product covered by the current review is the same as In the original 
Investigation, le. lead acid batteries’. 

9. The authority sent an exporters questionnaire and also an additional 
questionnaire concerning their claim for Market Economy Treatment. The 
exporter filed the questionnaire within the extended time period. The authority 
sought and verified all information it deemed necessary for the purpose of 
determination of dumping and carried out a verification visit at the premises of 
the exporting producer concerned, 

10. As no request for a review of the findings on injury was made in this 
investigation, the review is limited to determination of dumping only. 

11. The Investigation of dumping covered the period from 1®^ September 2002 
to 28^^ February 2003. 

'12- The authority officially intimated the authorities of the exporting country of 
the initiation of the New Shipper Review and gave opportunity to all the 
interested parties directly concerned to make their views known in writing within 
40 days from the expiry of the POI (i.e., 1®* September 2002 to 28^^ February 
2003). Subsequently the Authority also provided opportunity to ail interested 
parties to present their views orally, in a public hearing held 27*^ August 2003. 
All the interested parties presenting their views were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed, which were filed by them. 

13. The Authority made available the public file as per Rule 6(7) to all 
interested parties containing non-confidential version of all evidence submitted 
by various interested parties for inspection, upon request. 

14. The Authority conducted on spot veriUcation of the data furnished by M/s 
CSB, China PR. 

15. In accordance with Rule 16 of the anti dumping Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed on 9/12/2003 and on 
3/3/2004 to known interested parties and comments received on the same have 
also been duly considered in these findings; 

16. **** in the Notification represents information furnished by interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the Rules. 

B. Product Under Consideration :- 

17. The Authority has decided to continue with the description of product 
under consideration as Lead Acid Battery as determined in the original case. 
There is no argument on the product under consideration and like article by any 
of the interested parties. The Authority notes that the lead acid batteries 
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produced by the petitioners are ‘like articles’ to lead acid batteries being imported 
from the subject country within the meaning of the Rules. 

18. In view of the foregoing the Authority holds that product under 
consideration in the present investigations is “industrial lead acid batteries", 
classifiable under Customs Tariff 8507 within Chapter 85 of the Custom Tariff 
Act. The batteries are described as electric accumulators under the Customs 
Tariff Act and are classified under customs sub heading Nos. 8507.10 and 
8507.20 of the Customs Tariff Act. The Custom classification is indicative only 
and not binding on the scope of investigation”. 

Views of Domestic industries 


19. The views of the domestic industry received after initiation of the New 
Shipper Review till the comments on disclosure statement have been 
summarized and reproduced from para 21 to 31. 

20. The Companies seeking new shipper review and the companies who have 
exported the product under consideration are_ separate legal ^titi^ from 
different countries, both of them (countries) having their own normal value. The 
producer has claimed that It has not exported any material in the period originally 
investigated. However, the producer has not exported any material even in the 
present POI. The exporter being a separate legal entity in different country which 
has its own normal value and which is attracting anti dumping duty. Exports 
affected by the New Shipper can not be claimed as exports of the producer. 

21. Normal value for exporter (trader) from Singapore and for the producer 
from China PR is different, as the two are in different countries and both 
countries having their own normal value. In fact, the exporter from Singapore is 
already attracting residual duty by virtue of the anti dumping Investigation against 
Taiwan, Singapore and Hong Kong. 

22. The trader having exported the product under consideration, has neither 
joined in the present petition, nor has certified that it has not exported the 
material in the past POI, nor has it certified that it is not related to any 
producer/exporter who exported in the earlier POI. , In fact, the trader had 
exported the material in the past POI and is related to, a producer who had 
exported the material in the past POI. 

23. Rule 22 has used the words producer and exporter at the same time. It 
can not be argued, therefore, that the word producer and exporter imply the 
same meaning. Clearly, the Rules have distinguished between the two words. 
This is further established by the anti dumping Investigations relating to CFL, 
wherein the Designated Authority has recommended anti dumping duty on 
exports from Hong Kong in spite of clear admission of the petitioner itself that 
Hong Kong did not produce the subject goods. At the same time. Designated 
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Authority has recommended separate anti dumping duty and dumping margin in 
respect of traders. Such being the case, it can not be claimed by the domestic 
industry that the trader and producer should be seen together. 

24. Assuming that the word producer and exporter are required to be seen 
together and exports made by the exporter must been seen as exports made by 
the producer, it follows that producer can not claim status of new shipper, as In 
such an event, the producer can not satisfy that it was not related to any 
producer/exporter who exported the material In the previous POL 

25. While the petition was filed by producer, the questionnaire response has 
been filed by a trader from a different country and the petitioning producer. Thus, 
without any application, the trader has Introduced itself at the stage of 
questionnaire response, that too, without any letter, authorization, and 
certification. In fact, it can be said that there is no legal authority for the 
Designated Authority to consider the Information provided by the trader. 

26. Such being the case, the whole investigations being conducted with 
regard to the two petitioning exporter are required to be terminated on the 
grounds, 

a) the petitioning producer do not satisfy the requirements under Rule 22; 

b) petitioning producers can not claim to have their own export price in 
respect of exports made In the current POI; 

c) normal value can not be determined with reference to the country of origin 
when the country of exports has its own normal value; 

d) Company who has exported the material has not filed any petition nor has 
given necessary statutory declarations as required under the Rules. 

27. The exporter has taken a significant time to file its questionnaire response. 

28. The period considered for the present investigation is prospective whereas 
in the various cases initiated earlier, the POI was fixed as a past POI for fresh 
investigations under Rule 5 and for Review under Rule 23. The propriety of a 
prospective POI is not understood by the Indian producers particularly when a 
future investigation period is fixed with a view to determine dumping margin in 
respect of such future exports. In case of prospective POI, there are greater 
possibilities with regard, to the fact that the exporter can export the material at 
doctored prices to get lower dumping margin and the quantity exported may not 
be representative. Thus, the authority must ensure that there must be bertain 
volumes which the exporter must have exported before dumping margin can be 
assessed in relation to such exports and It need to be ensured In some justiabie 
and equitable manner that the export price is representative. Before accepting 
the export price, the factors such as (a) association/existence of some 
compensatory arrangements; (b) resale price of the product; (c) the price at 
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which the importer purchased like article from other sources; (d) any affiliation 
between the seller and buyer-legal or contractual, need be examined. 

29. The exporter must satisfy on the basis of information and evidence that 
they satisfy the market .economy treatment (MET) and the domestic industry had 
not received even a single document/information/evidence to justify and support 
their claim on this account. It was a great discovery to Indian producers at the 
time of public hearing that the exporter had filed some confidential documents in 
this regard. Non-confidential version filed by the exporter is grossly inadequate 
and insufficient. 

30. It is the condition in a new shipper review that the exporter must not be 
related to an exporter/producer who has been found to have dumped the goods. 
The CSB has been clearly held to have exported and dumped batteries in India 
ip the past as also in the POI selected by the authority. CSB has sold large 
volumes of batteries to India. It has resorted to discriminatory pricing and 
eventually lowered its prices to as low as US$ 1.24/Kg (US$ 3.35 per battery of 
2.7 Kg.) This does not permit even recovery of associated direct costs. It is 
evident that either (a) selling price of the exporter in the domestic/third country 
market is higher; or (b) the exporter has suffered financial losses in the 
domestic/third country market. Under both the situations, dumping margin is 
positive and significant. 

31. Once again the domestic industry in its comment on disclosure stated to 
terminate the investigation on the grounds of failure of the petitioner to disclose 
the information appropriately in the non-confidential manner. They have also 
stated that the normal value is required to be assessed on lines of the Non 
Market Economy principle and further supplemented that even they have been 
entitled for Market Economy Treatment, normal value should have been 
assessed on the basis of other responding petitioner under investigation. 

Views of Exporter 

32. The views of the domestic industry received after initiation of the New 
Shipper Review till the comments on disclosure statement have been 
summarized and reproduced from para 33 to 43. 

33. M/s. CSB Battery Guangzhou Company Ltd., China PR was asked to file 
their replies to the questionnaire on the subject. In their replies, it is stated that 
the company has not made any exports to.India prior to the period of 
investigation. The Indian producers do not have any locus standing to raise any 
objection as all the submissions were made by the exporter after seeking proper 
extension of time from the Authority. This Is, notwithstanding the fact that no 
prejudice can be caused to the Indian producers as the delay in fixing the 
individual dumping margin can only affect the interests of the exporter. The 
representative of the Indian producers has not considered the fact that 
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extensions were taken in view of the SARS problem which prohibited people to 
travel in that part of China PR. 

34. The representative of the Indian producers has indicated that they have 
gone through the earlier cases initiated by the Designated Authority and observe 
that the POI was earlier being fixed for the past period. The Indian producers 
have not indicated even one such case where the POI is for the past period only. 
In view of this, the argument is totally unsubstantiated and cannot be commented 
upon appropriately. The so-called representative of the Indian producers has 
also not drawn the attention of the Authority to any provision of law or even the 
WTO provision which contemplates or mandates only a past period in case of a 
New Shipper Review. The reference to Rule 5 and Rule 23 is irrelevant, as 
these Rules apply to a fresh investigation or a mid-term review. It may be 
appreciated that the New Shipper Review is carried out with a limited purpose of 
determining individual dumping margin for the exporter who fulfills the conditions 

, prescribed under Article 9 (5) of the WTO Agreement or under Rule 22 of the Anti 
dumping Rules. In fact, this practice is followed by a large number of countries 
including the US, EC, Argentina, Venezuela and Brazil. Apprehensions and 
conjectures made by the Indian producers are of no consequence In a 
proceeding that is wholly in accordance with law. The suggestion by the Indian 
producers are wholly extraneous to the anti dumping Rules. The Hon’ble 
Designated Authority is bound by the provisions of the Customs Tariff Act being a 
creature of the same statute and has to examine the case within the provisions of 
Rule 22 of the Anti dumping Rules. 

35. The new shipper has claimed market economy status and has submitted 
extensive evidence to support its case. The laws are available in public domain 
whereas information relating to purchase of raw material, costs, sales prices etc. 
are by their very nature confidential. The exporters also mentioned that they 
would also like to place on record that the domestic industry in the original 
investigation refrained from providing crucial information to other interested 
parties without even claiming confidentiality on the same despite repeated 
requests and reminders by the cooperating exporters. The domestic industry 
failed to provide even the details of the domestic production to support their claim 
of having the standing to file the petition. The Indian producers cannot claim 
different standards to be followed in the very same case. 

36. With regard to the claim that the dumping margin for CSB is very 
substantial, it has been contended that the representative of the Indian producers 
has given some imaginary figures about the export price of CSB to India and has 
vaguely alleged substantial dumping by them. All these baseless allegations 
have been denied. The claim that they are selling below their associated direct 
costs is also baseless which can be verified by the Designated Authority. 

37. On the issue of the need to issue preliminary findings, it has been 
submitted that it is a settled principle of anti dumping law that the scope of the 
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nvestigations is restricted to determination of the individual dumping margins for 
the applicant exporters. The demand for preliminary findings is not only against 
the scheme of anti dumping Rules but only an attempt by the Indian producers to 
delay the legitimate claim of the exporters. 

38. As regards the issue raised whether individual dumping margin can be 
airned by an EOU, it has been submitted that no ,reasoning or provision of law 

has been given as to why an EOU loses its claim to individual dumping margin in 
a New Shipper Review case. The Designated Authority itself has in a large 
number of cases determined separate dumping margins for cooperating 
exporters irrespective of whether they were export-oriented or not. Sever^ 
ndian expoiters (EOUs) have been successful in getting individual dumping 
margins in EC and other countries. This is precisely due to the fact that there is 

no provision which bars the determination of individual dumping margin for 
export-oriented units. “ am lui 

39. The attention of the Hon’ble Designated Authority has also been drawn on 

the ruling of the Hon’ble Mumbai High Court in the case of H & R Johnson Vs. 
Ministry of Finance and Others. This decision of the Hon’ble High Court is 
directly applicable to the facts of the case and the Judgment of this case wiil 
ma^g^^ ^ Shipper Review for determination of individual dumping 

40. On the issue of relationship of the New Shipper with the exporter who has 
been attracting anti dumping duty in the earlier investigations, it is submitted by 
the exporter that the New Shipper is required to demonstrate whether he is 
related to any exporter/producer in the exporting country in question. In this 
regard representative of the exporter has cited some of the decisions of the 

V ' i'? regulation (EC) No. 496/2002 of 18“' March 2002 it is inter- 

aiia stated further more, according to documentary evidence submitted the 
company was able to satisfactorily demonstrate that it did not have any links 
direct or indirect, with any of the Indian exporting producer subject to the anti 
dumping measures in force with regard to the product concern. The original 
Council Regulation No. 2604/2000 of 27“' November 2000 was against various 
countries including India but the issue of relationship has been examined only in 
the context of exporting country in question in. 

"'h ^ !.? *1® R^Srilation No. 2570/2000, of 20'“ November 2000 it was 

stated further more, according to documentary evidence submitted the company 
was abie to satisfactorily demonstrate that it did not have any links direct or 
indirect, with any of the Chinese exporting producer subject to the anti dumpina 

‘he original Council Regulation 
No. 393/98 of 16 February 1998 states that original investigation was against 
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various countries including China but the issue of relationship has been 
examined only In context of exporting country In question. 

43. The exporter has cited some more findings of European Commission 
wherein it is stated that the New Shipper investigation was initiated provided the 
company was able to satisfactorily demonstrate that it did not have any links, 
direct or indirect with any of the exporters/producers in the country of new 
Shipper subject to anti dumping measures in force with regard to the product 
concern. It is further stressed that the EC examined the relationship of New 
Shipper only with the exporter or producers from the country in question but not 
with the producers or exporters from subject countries to the original or any other 
anti dumping investigation. 

C. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

44. In the instant case, the Authority had extended the time for the submission 
of the Exporters Questionnaire response on sufficient cause being shown by the 
exporter. The authority notes that the exporter had filed all the responses within 
the extended time. The contention of the Domestic Industry regarding the undue 
delay by the exporter in submitting the response does not have any merit. 

45. The Designated Authority initiated new shipper review keeping in view the 
provisions of the anti dumping rules, which are reproduced below; 

“Rule 22: (1) If a product is subject to anti-dumping duties, the designated 
authority shall cany out a periodical review for the purpose of determining 
individual margins of dumping for any exporters or producers in the exporting 
country in question who have not exported the product to India during the period 
of investigation, provided that these exporters or producers show that they are 
not related to any of the exporters or producers in the exporting country who are 
subject to the anti dumping duties on the product 

(2) The Central Government shall not levy anti dumping duties under sub-section 
(1) of section 9A of the Act, on Imports from such exporters or producers during 
the period of review as referred to in sub-rule (1) of this rule: 

Provided that the Central Government may resort to provisional assessment and 
may ask a guarantee fonri the importer if the designated authority so 
recommends and if such a review results in a determination of dumping in 
respect of such products or exporters, it may levy duty in such cases 
retrospectively from the date of initiation of the review”, 

46. Rule 22 clearly specifies the circumstances under which a new shipper 
investigation can be carried out for the purpose of calculating individual dumping 
margin. Individual dumping margin in respect of an exporter from the exporting 
country in question can be determined provided the two conditions are satisfied. 
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These are: (a) that the exporter has not exported during the period of 
investigation and, (b) that exporter or producer shows that they are not related to 
any of the exporter or producer in the exporting country who are subject to the 
anti dumping duties on the product. The Designated Authority in the present 
case finds that the exporter has not exported product under consideration during 
the period of investigation. Individual dumping margin in respect of an exporter 
from the exporting country in question can be determined provided the above 
conditions are satisfied. The Designated Authority in the present case prima-facie 
on the basis of declarations of the exporter initiated the New Shipper Review 

47. As regards the validity of considering a prospective period of investigation, 
it would be pertinent to refer to the first proviso to Rule 22(2). This proviso 
confers the power on the Central Government to provisionally assess the imports 
In the context of a new exporter if the Designated Authority so recommends. 
Further, it is important to note that there is nothing in Rule 22 or any other part of 
the anti dumping rules to suggest that the period of investigation as envisaged 
under Rule 22 cannot be for a prospective period. It has also been brought to 
the notice of the Authority that the laws and practice of other jurisdiction also 
support the view that there is no bar on a prospective period of investigation in 
case of New Shippers. Considering the above, the Authority notes that there Is 
no Infirmity in its taking the period of investigation prospective to the Initiation 
notification. The Authority also notes that the contention of the domestic industry 
regarding the reference to Rule 5 and Rule 23 are irrelevant as those Rules 
apply to a fresh investigation or mid-term review. 

48. The domestic industry has also expressed its apprehension that by taking 
a prospective period of investigation the exporter would be in a position to 
manipulate their prices resulting in lower dumping margins. The Authority finds it 
difficult to accept this proposition, which is based on presumptions and 
apprehensions. The Authority has gone into the details of the costing, prices, 
sales pattern, invoices etc of the exporter to arrive at the present findings which 
were verified during the on spot verification. 

49. The Authority further examined the provisions of New Shipper Review 
contained In Article 9.5 of Anti Dumping Agreement and Rule 22 of the Anti 
Dumping Rules and notes that the relationship test has to be carried out under 
Article 9.5 of Agreement between exporters and the producers in the exporting 
country and not between exporters and producers in different exporting countries 
whose product is subjected to anti dumping duty. The Authority, therefore, is of 
the view that it may not be appropriate to exclude CSB China from New Shipper 
Review on the ground that it is related to CSB Singapore as new shippers 
relationship is to be examined in the same country,i.e, China,PR.. 

50. As regards, the judgment of the Hon’ble Bombay High Court in the matter 
of M/s. H & R Jonhson Vs. Ministry of Finance and Others, the Hon’ble Court has 
given guidelines on different parameters under Rule 22 regarding the declaration 
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of the exporter, if the producers and exporters are not frorn the same country. In 
the Instant case the issue has been raised regarding the relationship of the New 
Shipper with the exporter in a different country who is attracting anti'dumping 
duty. The Authority notes that the judgment of Hon.ble High Court is not relevant 
in this present case. 

51. (i) The Authority has examined the determination of normal value after a 
through examination and analysis of exporters information/data provided during 
the course of investigation and further verified and reconciled during the on-spot 
verification. 

(ii) It has also been argued that the vital information kept confidential by the 
interested parties depriving the opposing interested parties of the right to 
challenge the information and make the meaningful submissions to the Authority. 
However, regarding the information being made available to the opposite 
interested party has been dealt as provision regarding the confidentiality. The 
Rule 7 of the Anti Dumping Rules provides for submission of information by the 
interested parties on confidential basis subject to the condition laid down therein. 
The non-confidential summary of the information submitted on the confidential 
basis is placed in the public file, which is available for the inspection, by all the 
interested parties in terms of Rule 6 (7) of the Anti Dumping Rules. In this case 
non-confidential summary of the confidential submissions made was placed In 
the public file accessible to the interested parties. 

D. ASSESSMENT OF NORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE AND 
METHODOLOGY FOR CALCULATION OF DUMPING MARGIN 

Views of Domestic Industry 

52. The present investigation is required to be conducted In accordance with 
the amended Rules on NME. The exporter must satisfy on the basis of 
information/evidence that they satisfy the Market Economy Treatment. The non- 
confidential version of the exporter is grossly Inadequate and insufficient to allow 
any understanding of the substance of information filed by the exporter. They 
have further submitted that several decisions of the EC wherein the claim of 
Market Economy Treatment has been rejected on the ground even if few of the 
conditions laid down under the rules are not satisfied. 

Views of Exporter 

53. The exporter in this case has claimed Market Economy status and has 
submitted extensive evidence in that support. The Laws are available in the 
public domain whereas information relating to purchase of raw materials, costs, 
sales prices etc. by their very nature are confidential. They have produced the 
details on each and every parameter with supporting document for their claim to 
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treat them as Market Economy and determine the normal value as per the Para 1 
to 6 of Annexure I of Anti Dumping Rules. 

Examination bv the Authority 

54. In the instance case, China is proposed to be investigated a non-market 
economy. Petitioner in the original Investigation has claimed that European 
Commission and United States have treated China cis non-market economy in 
the past three years. Therefore, determination of normal value in respect of 
China is to be done in accordance with the Rules relating to non-market 
economies as contained in Para 7 & 8 of Annexure-1 of Rules as amended vide 
Notification dated 4.1.2002. 

55. As communicated to the exporter and to the Embassy of China, the 
^ Authority proposed to examine the determination of normal value in the light of 

Para 7 & 8 of Annexure 1 of anti dumping Rules as amended. The Authority 
notes that para 7 of Annexure 1 of anti dumping rules, inter-alis provides that: 

“In case of imports from non-market economy countries, normal value shall be 
determined on the basis of the price or constructed value in the market economy 
third country, or the price from such a third country to other countries, including 
India or where it is not possible, or on any other reasonable basis, including the 
price actually paid or payable in India for the like product, duly adjusted if 
necessary, to include a reasonable profit margin ." 

Further Para 8 of Annexure 1 of the Rules Supra (as amended) provides that: 

“8 (1) The term "non-market economy country” means any country which the 
designated authority determines as not operating on market principles of cost or 
pricing structures, so that sales of merchandise in such country do not reflect the 
fair value of the merchandise, in accordance with the criteria specified In sub- 
paragraph(3) 

(2) There shall be a presumption that any country that has been determined to 
be, or has been treated as, a non-market economy country for purposes of an 
anti dumping investigation by the Designated Authority or by the competent 
authority of any WTO member country during the three year period preceding the 
investigation Is a non-market economic country, 

Provided, however, that the non-market economy country or the 
concerned firms from ^such country may rebut such a presumption by providing 
information and evidence to the designated authority that establishes that such 
country is not a non-market economy country on the basis of the criteria specified 
in sub-paragraph (3). 
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56. The Authority notes that the exporter has furnished necessary information/ 
evidence as mentioned in sub Para 3 of the Paragraph 8 of Annexure 1 of anti 
dumping Rules to enable the Designated Authority to consider the following 
criteria as to whether 

a) the decision of concerned firms in such country regarding prices, costs 
and inputs, including raw materials cost of technology and labour, output 
sales and investment, are made in response to market signals reflecting 
supply and demand and without significant State interference in this 
regard, and whether costs of major inputs substantially reflect market 
values: 

b) the production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to 
significant distortions carried over from the former non-market economy 
system, in particular in relation to depreciation of assets, other write-offs,, 
barter trade and payment via compensation of debts: 

c) such firms are subject to bankruptcy and property laws which guarantee 
legal certainty and stability for the operation of the firms, and 

d) the exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate; 

Provided, however, that where it is shown by sufficient evidence in writing 
on the basis of the criteria specified in this paragraph that market conditions 
prevail for one or more such firms subject to anti-dumping investigations, the 
Designated Authority may apply the principles set out in paragraphs 1 to 6 
instead of the principles set out in this paragraph. 

57. In proceedings Involving Non-Market Economy countries the Authority 
begins with a presumption that all companies within the country are subject to 
Government control and thus should be assigned a single anti dumping rate 
unless an exporter can affirmatively demonstrate in absence of government 
control both in Law and in fact with respects to its sales - both domestic and 
export. In this review the new shipper M/s CSB China PR has requested for a 
company specific determination. 

58. Whether a company is sufficiently independent in Its export activities from 
government control to be entitled for a separate, company specific rate, the 
Authority examined the exporting entity In a NME country under test established 
as per anti dumping rules. The Authorities individual treatment test is 
unconcerned with macro economic/border type controls like export licenses 
quotas and minimum export prices particularly If these controls are imposed to 
prevent dumping. Rather the Authority focuses the examination on control over 
investment, pricing and decision making process at the individual company 
specific level. Accordingly the Authority analyzed to determine whether this 
producer/exporter is Independent from government control or not. 
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59. The Authority considers the following criteria in determining whether an 
individual company may be granted a separate rate due to prevalence of market 
economy, 

i) an absence of restrictive stipulations associated with an individual 
exporters business and export licenses 

ii) any legislative enactments decentralizing control of companies, and 

iii) any other formal measures by the Government decentralizing control of 
companies, 

60) CSB China has placed number of documents to demonstrate absence of 
State interference and control i.e., company law, labour law, joint venture law and 
accounting rules or law. The Authority examined, 

* i) Whether a respondent is subject to government control in their sales and 
procurement activities, 

i) whether the export price is set by or subject to the approval of a 
governmental authority, 

ii) whether the respondent has authority to negotiate and signed contracts 
and other agreements, 

iii) whether the respondent has autonomy from the government in making 
decisions regarding the selection of its management and 

iv) finally whether the respondent retains the proceeds of its export sales and 
makes independent decisions regarding disposition of profits or financing 
of losses 

v) The company was able to show to satisfaction of the Authority that 
management and control of the factory regarding production, marketing 
and pricing were in the hands of the management of the company, which 
were significantly independent from the state intervention. 

61. According to the New Shipper, it is a limited company under the Law of 
People’s Republic of China on foreign capital enterprises and there has been no 
change in its legal form since its inception. They have further stressed that there 
is no government participation in finalizing by export/dornestic price. The 
management.is free to finalize the sales contracts. There is no binding on the 
Authority/management to notify any government authorities regarding the 
selection in their’management. The company is free to decide regarding Its use 
of revenue without taking permission or intimating the government. The Authority 
notes that the analysis of the details furnished by the exporter does not reveal 
existence of government control. 

62. During the course of verification the data furnished were verified and 
reconciled with their accounts and as regards the existence of state interference. 
The Authority observed that Govt, of China is not influencing in taking decision 
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relating to inputs, selling price/costs etc. as envisaged In paragraph 8(3)(a) of 
Annexure I of anti’dumping rules. 

63. The Authority on the basis of examination of the pricing and cost of raw 
material, it Is found that no production cost and financial situation of the company 
was found to reflect any distortion as verified from their books of accounts, 
articles of association etc. 

64. The bankruptcy and property laws were also discussed and found that the 
companies in China are free to acquire property, however in the government 
specified area the law of the territory is regulated on the industries. The 
bankruptcy law is applicable to a firm when a firm become bankrupt and the 
details regarding the settlement of the dues is governed by law maintained under 
bankruptcy law. 

65. The exchange rate conversions were also verified from their books of 
accounts and the export transactions. The Authority notes that all conversions 
have taken place on the existing rate, which is more or less stable without much 
fluctuation. 

* 

66. The authority also notes that the company is free to purchase, raw and 
semi process materials, fuels and other materials either in China or source it from 
other parts of the World. Presently the company is buying major raw material 
i.e., Lead from Australia, Taiwan and Korea while the rest is bought in China 
itself. It is further seen that they have procured the lead at different rates from 
different sources and it has been bought from different suppliers at the 
internationally prevailing prices. 

67. Electricity is procured from the electric company owned by local 
authorities. Gas Is supplied by a private company and the average rate of 
purchase Is RMB 10.3716 per cubic metre. 

68. All the employment decisions are taken by the company and employees 
are hired through news paper advertisement, private employment agencies etc. 
There is a full freedom to the company with regard to its mode of hiring 
employees and the average salary paid to the different classes of workers is 
given along with the performance incentive. The Chinese Government does not 
provide any benefit like housing, medical care etc. but the company provides 
accommodation to all and the cost of the same reflected in the books of accounts 
as an expense. 

69. There are no sales in the domestic market of the subject goods. There is 
no state involvement in price/quantities and all such decisions are taken on 
purely commercial basis. There is no price list either for domestic or export as it 
varies from customer to customer and reflected on the basis of demand and 
supply position in the market. 
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70. The books and records of the company are maintained in mandarin and 
figures are denoted in Renmin (RMB). The accounting rules and the principle 
applicable to the foreign joint venture are as per the law. The accounting 
standards and rules are prescribed by Ministry of Finance of People’s Republic of 
China. 

71. All assets of comprany have been obtained from the open market on purely 
commercial basis. No assets were provided by the state or any third company 
free or on other than commercial principles. All assets other than the land are 
owned by the company whereas land has been obtained on a long term lease of 
15 years. The company has fully been financed by the shareholders. There is 
no subsidy scheme either for loans or electricity supply of which the benefit is 
available to the company. 

72. There is no restriction on the company with regard to foreign exchange 

transactions, there is one single exchange rate for purchase of inputs, 
conversion of the proceeds of export sales and repatriation of profits. The profit 
is distributed among the shareholders in accordance with the accounting 
regulations and there is no restriction on the distribution/repatriation of the profits 
for the capital invested. ^ - 

73. The Authority in view of the information provided by the exporter on the 
issue of market economy with evidence in the light of Custom Notification No. 
28/2001 dated 3'l"‘ May 2001 and No. 1/2002 dated 4“' January 2002 on the anti 
dumping in respect of issue of Market Economy under anti dumping Rules Supra 
and the fact that the cost of production of the subject goods as per market forces 
has been ma 4 de available by the exporter hence the Authority considers to treat 
this individual exporter operating in the market economy. During the course of 
meeting with the officials of MOFCOM (Ministry of Commerce of the People’s 
Republic of China, it was conveyed that there is no controls of state In the matter 
of its operation and management which was actually verified with the records 
available with the exporter. The company was able to show to satisfaction of the 
Authority that rrlahagement and control of the factory regarding production, 
marketing and pricing were in the hands of the management, which were 
significantly independent from the state intervention. In the light of above 
examination It was considered to grant Market Economy treatmerit to the new 
shipper and determine normal value in line with para 1 to 6 of Annexure 1 to the 
Anti Dumping Rule. 

74. Under Section 9A(1 )(g), norma! value in relation to an article means: 

« 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article 
when meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as 
determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section(6); or 
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(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in 
the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because 
of the particular market situation or low volume of the sales in the 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, such sales do not 
permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall be either - 


(a) comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country as determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 


(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country of origin along with 
reasonable addition for administrative, sdling and general costs, and for profits, 
as determined In accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); 

NORMAL VALUE: ; 

75. The Authority sent exporter questionnaire to M/s C5B Guangzhou Battery 
Co. Ltd., for the purpose of: determination of normal.value in accordance with 
Section 5A(1) (c) of the Custom Tariff Act. In response to the questionnaire M/s. 

V CSB Guangzhou Battery Co. Ltd., submitted thk information in exporter 
questionnaire. Since the company does not sell the subject goods in the 
domestic market, the normal value is either to be assessed based on exports to 
appropriate to third country or the cost of production plus reasonable return. As 
the export to third countries were loss making transactions the Authority 
disregarded it for the purpose of determination of normal value and went ahead 
with the methodology of cost of production with reasonable returns. The 
company has provided details of cost of production of different models of 
batteries sold.to India and the same forms basis for assessing normal value for 
the exporter. The exporter has also furnished the cost of production of different 
types of industrial batteries as per Appendix -8,9 and 10 . Further, during the 
course of verification the exporters was asked to explain the cost of production 
indicated in Appendix-8,9 and 10 and reconcile the same with the books of 
accounts/ profit and loss account for the period of investigation. However, it 
was explained by the exporter that the cost of production so indicated in these 
appendices is based on actual. 


76. The exporter has furnished detailed cost of production of the different 
models of lead acid batteries produced during the period of investigation. Profit & 
loss account of the company has also been furnished on monthly basis for the 
period of investigation. The exporter provided reconciliation of the cost of 
production with the books of accounts/ profit & loss account for the period of 
Investigation. It was found that the cost of production as reflected in the cost 
statement and as assessed during the verification, taking Into consideration the 
cost as per profit & loss account, there is an under absorption of expenses to the 
extent of 6.07%. The same has been duly accounted for while assessing the cost 
of production of the subject goods for the period of investigation. 
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77. The company has exported three models of Industrial batteries to India 
during the period of investigation. The battery wise ex-factory normal value is 
referenced as ****, ****, and ****US$ per battery of the Industrial Lead Acid 
Batteries. 

EXPORT PRICE: 

‘78. In response to th6 questionnaire, the exporter has furnished invoice-wise/ 
model-wise details of exports made to India during the period of investigation In 
Appendix-2. The exporter has also furnished sample copies of invoices in 
support of the same. The exporter has exported maintenance free industrial 
lead acid batteries to India during the period of investigation. Adjustment as 
claimed by the exporter In Appendix-4 with regard to Inland freight, storage 
handling, insurance, shipping charges etc., have been considered after duly 
verified ^id aliov^'ed to arrive at the ex-factory export price to India. During the 
course o^on-spot verification at their premises, it was found that the export to 
India by M/s CSB, China PR are carried out through CVI Logistics Corporation 
(CVI), British virgin Islands and CVI further sold the goods to CSB Battery 
(Singapore) Ptr Ltd., (CBS) who finally exported the goods to India. 

79. All adjustments have been calculated backwardly to arrive at the net 
export price. In this regard the invoices pertaining to CBS China to CVI British 
Virgin Islands and CVI to CBS Singapore and finally CBS Singapore to Indian 
customers were verified and reconciled along with the adjustments claimed by 
them. The details regarding their adjustments were verified and reconciled from 
the original records available with the company. 

80. The battery wise export price comes to US $****, ****, **** per battery of 
industrial lead acid battery exported to India by the company during the period of 
investigation. 

DUMPING MARGIN: 

81. As there is a vide variety of models and types of batteries, these need to 
be brought into a common denominator for the purpose of calculation and 
comparison. As mentioned above, there is a direct co-relation between power, 
lead content and weight of the battery, which also gets reflected in terms of value 
or price. Further, the direct co-relation between the lead content and weight of 
the battery and its associated costs and prices is also quite significant. The 
Authority, therefore, considers denoting the normal value as well as the export 
price In terms of weight of the batteries for the purpose of their comparison and 
arriving at a dumping margin. The weight has been considered based on the 
technical details furnished by the exporter and verified during the course of 
investigation. Considering the normal value and export price as detailed above, 
dumpirig margin has been determined as, 12.31% 
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E. Final Findings of the Review 

82. After considering the foregoing the Authority concludes that 

i) Lead Acid Batteries exported to India from M/s CSB China PR is below Its 
normal value during the period of investigation, 

ii) The Authority recommends Imposition of definitive anti dumping duty on all 
imports of lead acid batteries falling under Custom Code 8507 originating in or 
exported by M/s CSB China PR. Anti dumping duty shall be the difference 
between the amount mentioned In Column no 9 of the following table and landed 
value of import per kg of the lead acid battery exported/manufactured by M/s 
CSB China PR and this shall be leviable from the date of initiation notification to 
be issued in this regard as per para 22(2) of the anti dumping rules by the 
Central Government on all imports of lead acid batteries falling under Custom 
Code 8507 originating in or exported by M/s CSB China PR. 
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